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liament Cloſſs. 
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IR Fames Dalrymple, in the Hiſtorical Col. 
lections publiſhed by him, has given a 
particular Account of the Seorriſh- Britiſh 
Church, and the Novelty of Popery in this 
Part of the United Kingdom, and hath been at 
great Pains to make it clear, That our Princes 
and People did early receive the Chriffian 
Faith from the Diſciples of St. John, St. Poli- 
carp, St, Anatolius, and other 'Fathers of the 
Eaſtern Church by Preſbyters, without a Biſhop, 
and that it was by the Scortiſʒ Doctors invited by 
Oſwald a Northumbrian King, and by ſome of 
the Saxon Princes, that the Chriſtie Religion 


was brought into their Kingdoms, and even the | 


Length of the Kingdom of the Eaſt-Saxons, 
whereof the Metropolis was London, and that 
theſe Doctors Appointed and Ordained Biſhops 
or Doctors; From whoſe Diſciples, and by 
whoſe Ordination more Churches were plant- 


ed, and Biſhops and Doctors eftabliſhed in the 


other Saxon Kingdoms, making in all four 
Kingdoms of the Heptarchy, Vi. of the 
WWW North- 
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Nort humbrians, W Mercians,and Eat 
Sexons, which Saxons of the Scottiſh Inſtituti 
6n diſowned the Authority of the Pope, and 
for a long Time maintained the Difference 
betwixt them and the Roman Saxon Churches 
and long after they yielded, the Britiſh, 
Scottiſh, and Pigiſh Churches did maintain thei 
Prinkiples and Separation from the Church of 
Rome; That the firſt Conformity was made b 
the Pits, and then by the Scots, as to the 
Obſervation of Eaſter, and the Tonſure ; and 
yet the Scots remained ſeparate from the 
Church of Rome in the Time of Bede as te 
other Matters; And that (2) the Britons at 
the Time of the Conference with Auſtin the 
Monk, appeared utterly averſe from joining 
with the Romiſh Church, 

This is the Account Sir James gives of the 
Scottiſh Church, till the Time that Bede wrote 
his Eecleſiaſtick Hiſtory about the Year 731 
and which for the moſt Part is taken from him 
After that till the Reign of King Malcom Can 
more, Sir James is obliged to take his Ac 
counts from the moſt ancient Popiſh Writers 
there being no Accounts to be had otherwiſe ; 
and theſe being very lame, and favourable te 
the Popiſh Party, and from Charters framed 
by zealous Romaniſts, containing large Grants 
for introducing and ſecuring the Romiſh Re- 
ligion in this Kingdom : He thinks it probable, 
8 the Nate of Religion in Scotland, was 
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much the ſame Bots had left it; In the 
brmer Period the Church-men pafſed under 
he Name of Culdei, Coledei, or Keldei, that is, 
Colemtes Deum; That the Scortiſh-Britiſh 
Churches did very much differ in their 
Doctrine and Conſtitution from what was e- 
tabliſhed in the Romiſh, and even in the Saxon 
pr Engliſh Churches, and continued free from 
the Intrigues and Domination of the Biſhop of 
Rome, till about the 1100, when the Romiſh 
Party began to prevail, which Sir James al- 
ledges was partly owing to the Pope's Exor- 
bitant Power, then generally eſtabliſhed, whoſe 
Countenance and Support, the Scots wanted to 
ballance the great Power of their Neighbours 
the Engliſh, But chiefly to our own unhappy 
Confuſions, and the Misfortune of our Princes 
and Kings, Edgar, Alexander, and David, ha- 
ving ſuck'd in the Poiſon of the Romiſh Prin- 
ciples, while forced Abroad by the Ulurpation 
of Donald Bayn, which they diffuſed after 
their Return amongſt the Nobility of their 
Court by the Help of Clergy-men, whom they 
brought alongſt with them ; And tho thefe In- 
novations were faſhionable, and had the Coun- 
tenance of Authority it ſelf, and that great Ad- 
vances were made, eſpecially in. the Time of 
King David, towards the introducing and pro- 
Pagatlng the Romiſb Religion in this Kingdom, 
y generally ſuppreſſing the Culdean Mo- 
naſteries, whereof ſome of the Abbots were 
prevailed upon to accept of the new erected _ 
Bifhopricks, and upon their Ruins erecting 
= e — 
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Biſhopticks, Abbacies, and Priories 3. Yet neve 
rheteſs the Culdees were not totally ſuppreſt fe 
a conliderable. Time after, and ſome of the 
continued to retain their ancient Principles an 


Cuſtoms, and did not {ubmit wholly to th 


 Romiſh Loke. 


Ibis is a ſhort Scheme of the ancient Hiſtor 
of the Srottiſb· Britiſb Church, as Sir James ha 
laid it down at more Length in his Hiftorica 
Cullections, and however he may ha ve offended 
thoſe of the Romiſb Perſwaſion, by what h 
proves there; Vig. That the Scots and Briton 
were early converted to the Chriſtian Religio 
by theſe: of the Greek, and not of the Romiſ 
Church, and that they continued for a long 
Time free from the Errors and Corruptions o 
Popery, as thereby depriving them of one © 
the greateſt Arguments for the Support of thei 
Church, to wit, That of the Antiquity and 
Univerſality thereof; Yet it ſeems ſtrange tha 


any of the reformed true Protefant Religic 


ſhquld take Umbrage at. what Sir James has 
advanced in his ColleSions, ſeing he declares 
in his Preface, That it was not his Intention tc 
give the leaſt Ground of Diſſatisfaction to any 


of the learned or judicious. of the Reformed 


* 
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Churches, but meerly to declare the Truth as 
to the State of Religion in theſe Places, as it 
appeared to him from'the Authorities he cites, 


\ 
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to ſhew how 1 in other 
ountries in Chriſtendom from the Writings of 
he Fathers; And tho' he differs from ſome 
zrned Divines of the Church of England, 
ho think, That Dioceſan Biſhops were eſta- 
liſhed in the Scottiſb and Britiſh Churches at 
heir firſt Converſion to the Chriftian Faith, 
xr the Reaſons he aſſigns; yet he gives the 
raiſe due to theſe Engliſh Clergy, for their 
teady Adherence to the Prote tant Religion, 
1 Oppoſition to Popery in perilous Times, 
nd for their Chriftian Moderation towards 
heir diſſenting Brethren, and thinks it ought 
be the Endeavour of all true Proteſtants, 
pd unite and accommodate Differences in Re- 
igious Matters, and that there ſhould be no 
trife when the Canaanites are yet in the 
and. After this free and open Declaration of 
Wis Sentiments for Union and Charity amongſt 
ll the Reformed, it is ſtrange that the Eccles 
laſtical Part of Sir James his Collections ſhould 
have been attacked with ſo much Eagerneſs 
d Humour in a late Pamphlet, Intituled, The 
Life of the learned Mr. John Sage, &c. wherein 
lome Things are added towards the clearing of 
he ancient Government of the Church of 
deotland, from the Miſtakes of a late Author. 


E Nay 
INDICATION 


Df the Eccleſraſtical Part of ke 
Sir James Dalrymple's Hi. 

N 5 ſtorical COLLECTIONS, 
7 } 1 | 


| 3 V. the late Author in the Title Page, is 
| to be underſtood, Sir James Dalrymple 
in his Hiſtorical ColleRions; for in the 


37 and following Pages of that Life; 
Sic Writer ſays, Mr. Sage reſolved. once to 
Subliſh a Contutation of the groundleſs Con- 
eits of the learned Sir James Dalrymple, who 
Iledged,** That the Scots had no Biſhops before 
the Middle of the Tenth Century, and that 
the Religious Monks under the Deſignation of 
Culdees maintained the Purity of Religion free 
from the Romiſh Corruptions, even to the Be- 
vinning of the Fourteenth Century; the Con- 
ary whereof (he alledges) is as clear as the 
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Sun - hine from Bede himſelf, on whom Sir J. 


tons at the coming of Auſtin into Britain; 


#elves,cc.To which Ground the Author furniſh- 


of the Britons, and that ſeyen Biſhops, and 


© that theſe; to wit, of the ſecond Meeting; were 


as held with the Biſhops and Doctors of the 


Conterence in the ſame Kurier, Venerunt 


Ji: For in tlie firſt Flace theſe Words, 4d 


C2 1 
D. founds. His firſt Ground is, That Bede 
© aſſures us there | among the Br. 


* and the Scots agreed with the Britons in every 
Thing, yea, in Ceremonies and Rituals them- 


es the Anſwer from theſe Collections, Vix. That 
Augaſtin had. à Conference with the Biſhops, 
and Doctors of the greateſt and neareſt Province 


many other moſt learned Men came to a ſecond 
Conference, and addeth, That Sir Ja. pretends 


only Doctors, as were alfo theſe preſent at the 
firſt Conference, agen 50 
It is firſt to be remarked, That Bede's Words 
are not fairly ſtated, for they are, Interes Au- 
guſtinus, &c. convocavit ad ſuum Conlouquium 
Epiſcopos ſive Doctores proxime Brittonum Pro. 
vinciæ. The Writer ſays, That the Conference 


greateſt and neareſt Province of the Britons, 
phtting an AND: for an OR, and ſo perverting 
Beae's Words, plainly to favour a Diſtinction 
of Biſhops and Doctors, which are there ſy- 
nonimous Terms: It will do no Service to our 
Biographer what Bede (4) relates at the ſecond 


Septem Brittonum Epiſcopi & plares Viri doctiſ- 


more learned Men, will not exactly define 
7 : 7 Lib. 75 Tap. 1. pony ; — ; — We | 
he.” who 


- 
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Meeting with the Seprem Epiſcopi; they might 
have been ſome learned Laymen as well 
s Clergymen or Doctors. In the next 
place, ſeing the firſt Conference was betwixt 
Auguſtin and the ſaid Biſhops or Doctors, and 


ately upon the firſt, it is then more than 
probable, That theſe learned Men mentioned 
in the ſecond, were of the ſame Order and 
Degree, or even the ſame Perſons, with thoſe 
in the firſt, where Epiſcopi frye Doctores are 


ſynonimous Terms. 

In the next Place, Bede goes on in the 
ame Chapter, and fays —— Septem Britto- 
mum Epiſcopi, & plares Viri Doctiſſimi, maxi- 
ne de Nobiliſſimo eorum Monaſterio, quod vo- 
tur Lingus Anglorum (b) Bancornaburcg, 
vi, Tempore illo Dinooth Abbas prefuiſſe narra- 
ww, &c. Can this Writer think that Bede un- 
Werſtood theſe Seven whom he calls Seven 
biſhops, and inferior to the Abbot in Order, 
ere Dioceſan, whereas theſe Seven Doctors 
re not particularly named, as is the Abbox 
Vinooth, thereby intimating him to be of a 
reater Quality than theſe Doctors or learned 
Men, albeit Seven of them might be deſigned 
biſhops. Bede doth not account for any 
resbyters or learned Men who were ſubject 


d theſe Seven nameleſs Perſons ; but relates 


ic Number in the Monafiry, to be divided 
Septem Portiones cum Præpdſiti ſive Reftorie 


(b Inge in Wakes, u 2 


who theſe were who came to the ſecond 


that the Tecond Conference followed immedi. 
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| lui, nulla harum Portio mi nus quam Trecentos H- 
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mines haberet, Is it not then very plain, Tha 
the Seprem Epiſcopi frue Doctores were ſubject to 
Dinooth Abbot of the Monaſtry ; and if the 
had any Monks or Presbyters inferior to the! 
even in Degree, it was chiefly theſe 2100 
Monks divided in ſeven Portions, where 
each contained 300, and that theſe calleg 
Biſhops or Doctors were theſe in the End o 
the Chapter termed Seprem Prepoſiti, o 
Rectores over the ſame Proportions of Monk 
aforeſaid. And if theſe Biſhops were Dioceſa 
and diſtinct from the Abbot, his Rectors an 
Monks who were all Presbyters, for whic! 
Conjecture there is no imaginable 'Ground 
from the Text, then theſe Dioceſans were wit 
out any Presbyters, at leaſt very few ſubject tc 
them; Whereas the Abbot had Thouſands ſub 
ject to him. This will appear ſtill the leſ 
probable, if we conſider what narrow Boundy 
the Britows were reduced to by the Heptar 
chy of the Saxors, ſettled in Britain long be 
| fore this Time, even to the Country of Wales 
Which at firſt admitted but of three Biſhop 
[\ ricks, viz. St. David's, Landaff and St. A4/apb 
to which a Fourth, wiz. Bangor was mort 
lately added; And it is ſuppoſed the whole 


Four will not contain 2100 Presbyters : An 
; from this it may be concluded not by ground 
* | teſs Conceits or weak Subterfuges, that the Se 


| ven Biſhops were not Dioceſan, and of a higher 
+, Order than Presbyters; but of the ſame Order 
with them, and inferior in Honour and Degree 


o Dizooth the Abbo! of the Monaſtry of 
WBngor ; Juſt as the Abbot of Icol/mkill was ſet 

ver the Monks, the Presbyters of the College, 
ad even to him the Biſhops were ſubject. 
The Writer of the Life, with Reaſon alledges, 
hat the venerable Bede muſt be allowed to 
Waterpret and explain himſelf; and that he un- 
Wicrſitood theſe to be Dioceſan Biſhops by the 
Wetter recorded, Lib. 2. Cap. 4. where are theſe 
Words, Denique non ſolum nove que de Anglis 
wat collecta, Eccleſiæ Curam gerebat, ſed & ve- 
rum Brittaniæ Incolarum, necnon & Scottorum, 
i Hiberniam Inſualam Brittaniæ proximam in- 
olunt, 1 Paſtoralem impendere Solicitudi- 
em curabat, &c. Then follows the Letter, 
Dominis Cariſſimis Fratribus Epiſcopis, vel Abba- 
ibus per univerſam Scottiam, Laurentius, &c. 
And he cites Cap. 19. containing another Let- 
Jer by John elect Pope, addreſſed thus, Di- 
ect iſſimis & Sanctiſimis Thomiano, Columba- 
0, Chromano, Dinnano & Baithano, Epiſcopis, 


o & Segiano, Presbyteris; Sarano, ceteriſque 
WDoftoribus ſeu Abbatibus Scottis, '&c. The 
Writer objects againſt the Collections, that Sir 
James Page 120 aſſerts, That Jhomianus, Chro- 
nanus & Daganus, were Iriſh not Scottiſh Bi- 
ſhops; but does not prove it in that, nor in the 
Page 65, and loads Sir James with a heavy Ac- 
cuſation of Inconſiſtency, That he who ſet up 
for a Patron and Defender of the Antiquity of 
his Nation, would rob it of theſe Biſhops, as 
the Iriſp and Engliſh Writers do, and alledge 
them not to be Scottiſb but Iriſb Biſhops :And 

| 9 can 


Chromanno, Hermianoque, Laiſtrano, Scella- 
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an give no better Excuſe for Sir James, but x 
39. hat all Things, even the moſt weigh 
39 ght 
and valuable Intereſts, are but ſmal! enoug 
© Sacrifices to the great IDOL PRESBYTE Ry 
He doth fairly acknowledge, That Bee tells u 
© in the foreſaid Chapter, before he gives th 
Letter, That Archbiſhop Laurence beffow'a hi 
Care not only on the new Church, which hat 
© been gathered among the Ang les, but alſo os 
© the ancient Inhabitants of Britain, and alſo thi 
© Scots who inhabit Hibernia the neareſt Iſle tc 
© Britain : But only, might not Sir James, faitl 
he, have interpreted the Iſle of Hibernia to by 
Scotland, as well as in the Twenty ſecond Pagy 
of his Preface,he interprets EcgberPsExpeditio 
in Hiberniam, not to have been into Ireland, by 
into Galloway or Arg yle-(bire,according to the O 
inion of Sir George M*kenzie and Ferrariu 
and that the Scots are frequently call'd by Gila; 
and Bede, Hyberni. Theſe Excurfions of out 
Biogrepher ſeem to be very little to the Purpoſe 
altho' Sir James, who, he ſays, ſets up for a Pa 
tron of his Country, had interpreted that Ex 
pedition to be into. Galloway or Arg yle-ſbire 
when it was truly into _Irelend, will that prove 
that Arch-biſhop Laarence's Letter was not di- 
reed to the Scots in Ireland as well as in Bri 
tain, ſince the Expreſſion, Cap. 26. Lib. 4. Miſ 
ſo in Hiberniam cm Exercitu Dace Bercto, &c. 
might very well import that Berctus was ſent 
to theſe Parts of Scotland neareſt to Ireland, 
where then, and almoſt yet, they uſe the 1riſb 
nage. There is a mo Difference 


betwixt that Expreſſion and the following, 


Sco- 
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ottorum ui Hiberniam Isſulam Britanniæ 
ximam incolunt, Where it is not only called 
her nia, but ſaid to be that Iſland which is 
xreſt to Britain. It is true, the Northern 
yt of the Iſland in ancient Times, beyond the 
tchs ot Clyde. and Forth, and the Roman Wall 
terjiected between them, was counted as an 
and (including a great Part of Scotland) by the 
mans, M ho called the South Part of the Iſland 
ir Conqueſt, to be their Province of Britain; 
t never in their Time, or ever ſince, were 
loway or Arg yle-ſpire called the Iſland of 
land next to Britain; tho? the People inha- 
ting theſe Parts were called promiſcuouſly. 
berni & Scots, , as has been abundantly clear- 
| by. Sir George M.tenzie and Sir James their 
reatiſes on that Subject. . 
After a great Deal of Wrangling, it is ſup - 
ed that the Letter by Archbiſhop Laurente, 
s to the Scots both in Britain and Ireland; 
tt the Writer cannot ſee 4 Reaſon for think- 
e ſame of Pope John's Letter, and that 
omianus and Columbanus were not Scottiſh 
pops, 4s well as Segeianus 4 Scottiſh Preſ- 
fer, It was no great Conceſſion for him to 
bw, That the Letter written to the Scots 
habiting the Iſland of Ireland, was to the Scots 
Ireland, if not altogether, at leaſt for the 
eater Part, the Letter being directed, (c) 
int i Scottorum. And it is certain, the Scots 
Ireland inhabiting the whole North and 
— — — —R — — COEIy 
(e) Bedæ Hiſtoria Eccleſiaſtica, Lib, 2. Cap. 19. 


f South 
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South Parts thereof, were, by far, the greatet 
Part of the Tribe of the Scots, (4) Terti; 
Scotorum Nationem in Pictorum Parte recepi 
qui Duee Reudi de Hibernia progrefſe, &c. whe 
there was only a Colony of the Scots came te 
inhabit the North Part of Britain, in theſe Part 
of it poſſeſſed by the Picts. And Archbiſhox 
Laurence would not have been at the Pains tc 
write exhortatory Letters to convert a fe 
Scots in Britain, and neglect the greateſt Bod 
in Ireland: Nor is there any Reaſon to doub 
that the Pope's Letter was to the Scots in Ir: 
land, ſeing it was directed to Thomiani ant 
Colambanws, and three other Biſhops, and ti 
five Presbyters by Name, and but ts one Doctaſ 
or Abbot, namely Saranus, and other Scorti 
Doctors or Abbots in general; And it can be 
with no Probability alledged, That there wer 

five Dioceſan Biſhops amongſt the Scots in thei 
narrow Bounds. in Britain, when we have ne 

Authority from Bede that there wasany one a 
Tcolmk1ill, the Seat of the chief urifdiion,br 
only an Abbot and a College of Presbyters, anc 
| the Biſhops ſent by them to the Northambriz 
Saxon, became Saxon Biſhops, and they continu 
ed ſubject to the Abbot of the Iſand Monaſtryf 
albeit a Presbyter. It was never contended 
by the Epiſcopalianc, That before the Erectio 
of the Biſhoprick of Murtlach (after ward cal 
led Aberdeen ) in the Eleventh Century, the 
Scots had any more but only one Biſhop reſidY 
ing at Nilrimont, called Epiſtopus Scotorum, and 


(4) Lb. 1. Cap. Is 


— - 


the 
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the Pope is not. nice in 2 the Dignity of 
theſe Churchmen, ſeing he directs his Letter 
to as many Presbyters as Biſhops, and names 
both Biſhops and Presbyters before Saranws, 
and the other Scots Doctors or Abbots; tho? 
it is ſuppoſed it cannot be inſtanced, but that 
the Abbots or Doctors were ranked before the 
imple Presbyters; And therefore the Infe- 
rence in the Collections was not cenſurable; 
That Thomianu and Columbanus were not 
cott iſb- Britiſp Biſhops, but Iriſh, and that Se- 
ianus might be the ſame with Segesius Abbot 
of Zcolmkill, who lived about the Time of Pope 
John : So that it is the ſame Thing to Sir James 
his Purpoſe, whether Columbanus, whom Pope 
john in the 19th Chapter reckons amongſt the 
Biſhops, was really a Biſhop, or only an Abbot z 
And, if an Abbot, whether he was Abbot of 
Bangor in Wales, (as Da Pin thinks) or in 
Bexcor, in the Eaſt Parts of Ireland, according 
to our Author, fince it appears from what has 
been already ſaid, that he was an Jriſb, not 4 
Scotſman. | 1 
That Writer makes another Conceſſion, ſup- 
pon g, (e) that the Letter was written only 
to the Scots in Ireland, and that all the Biſhops 
mentioned in it were Iriſßh: Tet this will be 
eough, ſaith he, to prove that the Scottiſh 


ruſe they were of the ſame Principles. This 
Argument is no ways concluſive ; For the 
Britons, Picts and Scots in Ireland and Britain 


(© ) Pag. 37. 47, & * 


Church ſettled-in Britain h4d alſo Biſhops, be- 
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might be of the ſame Principles, following the 
Scriptures, as is acknowledged by Bede, for the 
Rule of their Faith, and differing from the 
Romiſh Church in their Rites, and denying 
Dependence on that Church, and yet theſe 
Churches might differ in ſome Points among 
themſelves, - and the Iriſh-Scots might have a 
Kind of Biſhops which the Britiſb-Scots had 
not, as in the Reformation, the Church of 
Scotland and other reformed Churches agreed 
with the Church of Exzland in the Faith, and 
yet they differed from it in the Government 
of the Church and Rites: And it is no where 
aſſerted by Sir James, nor, I believe, owned 
by any other, (as is alledged) that the Britiſb- 
Scots agreed with either the Iriſh, Pits or 
Bri ons in every Thing, and therefore the 
Contequence drawn. from this falſe Suppoſition, 
Viz. That the Scots had Biſhops of the ſame 

Order and Character with the Iriſh, mult be 
equally falſe and groundleſs. 

Another Ground of his for Diocefan Biſhops 
is, That Oſwald King of Northumberland, 
having been baptized in Scotland during. his 
Exile, after his Return, deſiring the Converſion 
of his Subjects, wrote to the Scottiſh Biſhops de- 
ſigned by Bede, Cap. 3. Lib. 3. Ad majores natu 
Scotorum petens ut ſibi mitteretur Antiſtes. 
And in the 5 Chapter they are deſig ned, In Con- 
ventu Seniorum, the very Word by which Ter- 
tullian deſgued Biſhops, Apol. C. 39. And Aidan 
was ſent, Cap. 5. Accepto gradu Epiſcopatus, 
and who is declared to be Dignus Epiſcopatu, 
and ſo he was ordained and ſent to preach the 
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Goſpel in W ben and called Biſhop 
Aidan or Pontifex Aidanus, and the ſame Thing 
is ſaid of Finan Succeſſor to Aidan, and Finan 
made another Prieſt Cedda Biſhop, and ſent hins 
to the Eaſt Saxons, who planted Churches and 
ordained Presbyters and Deacons, ſays he, not 
Lay Elders and Deacons of the Geneva Form. 
And trom theſe and other Allegations, it is 
concluded 2s plain and evident, That the Scots 
and Britons had Biſhops diftinit from, and 
Superior to Prieſts long before they ſubmitted to 
Papal Authority. From theſe very Authorities 
the downright contrary is plainly inferred ;.for 
in Chapter 3. Where the Miſſion of Aidan from 
the Scots to Northamberland to convert and 
diaptize the Saxons, and for planting the 
Churches, is mentioned; It is faid, Nam 
Monachi erant maxime qui ad predicandum 
venerant, Monachas ipſe Epiſcopus Aidanus utpote 
de Inſula que vocatur Hii deſtinatus, cu jus 
Monaſterium in cunctis pene Septentrionalinn 
Xottorum & omnium Pictorum Monaſteriis, non 
parvo tempore Arcem tenebat, regendiſque eorum 
Populis preerat: &c. C. 4. He relates the Grant 
of this Iſland to be given to Columban to build 
a Monaſtry, which he called Monaſterium 
Inſalanum, and from it and the Monaſtry 
Dearmach, that is, Armach in Ireland, many 
Monaſtries were propagate in Britain and 
Ireland, In quibus omnibus idem Mouaſterium 
Inſulanum, priucipatum tenet, Habere autem ſolet 
pſa Inſula Rectorem ſemper Abbatem Presbyte- 
rum, cajus Juri & omnis Provincia, & ipſi etiam 
Epiſcopi, Ordine inuſitato debeant eſſe ſubjecti, 
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Juxts N mi Doctoris illius, qui nog 
Epiſcopus, ſed Prestyter extitit & Monachus, &c. 

The 5th Chapter begins, Ab hac ergo Inſula 
gb horum Collegio Monachorum, ad Provinciam 
Anglorum inſtituendam in CHRIST O, miſius e 
Aidanus : It is indeed added, Accepto Grads 
Epi ſcopat us, and then follows, Quo Tempore 
eidem Monaſterio, Segenius Abbas & Presbyte 

ræfuit. And tho? he be called Epiſcopus 

Amtiſtes & Pontifex, yet that could not be 
underſtood in a Dioceſan Senſe, he being or 
dained and ſent, not conſecrated, as our Autho 
unfairly tranſlates it, and having received the 
Degree of Biſhop from the, I{land Monaſtery 
of Hii, which had the Juriſdiction and Power 
over all the other Monaſtries, and even over 
the Biſhops themſelves, a Manner Unuſual 
among the Sax who were Romaniſts. The 
Government of the Monaſtery is deſcribed to 
be by an Abbot, who was at the ſame Time] 
a Presbyter and Monk, and not a Biſhop, 
being ſo founded by Columba in 565, a Presbyter 
and Abbot, who lived about 32 Years, and left 
the ſame Rule to his Succeſſors, the Abbots, 
whereof Segenius was one, perhaps not 30 
Years after Columba's Death, who is alſo de- 
{cribed to be a Presbyter and Abbot over the 
Monaſtery from which 1/and College of thoſe 
Monks, Aidan was ſent to inſtruct the Province 
of the Northumbrians, 

It is plain, that as Segenizs the Abbot 
who ſent Aidan was a Presbyter, ſo behooved 
the College of Monks who concurred with the 
Abbot in the Miſſion to be of the ont 

| OD, . Frei. 
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Presbyters, and not Dioceſan Biſhops, others 
wiſe thoſe of leſſer Dignity muſt have been 
of fuperior Order to the Abbot, and yet they 
zre reckoned inferior and affiſting to him: If 
the College were of Dioceſan Biſhops, as the 
Writer contends, then they might be ſaid to 
be a College of Cardinals as well as Biſhops, 
and the Presbyter Abbot to be their Pope or 
Metropolitan, and Aidan who was ſent by 
them might be called an Apoſtle, and indeed 
it would be very hard to underſtand. whom 
Bede doth mean by thoſe (F) Majores natu, & 
Conventus Seniorum, who deliberate concern. 
Jing the ſending of a miſſionary Presbyter to 

Northumberland; If according to our Bio- 
J erapher's Senſe, theſe Biſhops muſt be under- 
ſtood to be Dioceſan : The Expreſſions, Majores 
ata, & Conventus Seniorum, may more juſtly 
ſigaifie and import the Abbot and the elder 
Fresbyters, Monks of his College as well as 
the Laicks, of whom the (g) Convent Seni- 
Joram or Concilium was made up. There is 
alſo a Relation of the Miffion of a Presbyter of 
a ſevere Diſpoſition to the Northambrians, 
who not profiting them in their Converſion, 
returned with an Account of their Indocility, 
to the Council, who were ſorry for his ill Uſage; 
And they having under Deliberation what was 
Hit to. be done, Aidas who was a Member, 

made a Return to the Perſon ſo complaining in 
the Meeting of the Elders (), as follows in 
the ſame Chapter, Tunc ait Aidanus, (vam 


nn. d 
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Jud . Cap. 3. & 5. (4) Lib z. Cap, 5. Ch) Ihid. 
r (8) hos © 


af 
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e ipſe Concilio intererat) ad eum de quo age? 
batur, Sacerdotem : Videtur mihi Frater quia 
durior juſto indoitis auditoribus fuiſti, Kc, 
Quo audito omnes qui conſedebant ad ipſum Org 
& Oculi converſi, declared Aidan to be worthy 
of the Biſhoprick; Sic illum ordinantes ad 
prædicandum miſerunt: From which Text it is 
Ports That the firſt who was ſent, albeit he 
be termed Artiſtes, he was but one of the 
Convention of the Elders, that Aidan who 
ſpoke was no more but a Sacerdos or Frater, 
and a Member of the Council or Meeting ; 
and albeit choſen as worthy to be ſent t dig- 
nus Epiſcopatu, yet he was but a Presbyter, 
and choſen for his Fitneſs by the Conſent of all 
who fat in the Council, and is expreſſed thus, 
Omnium qui conſedebant & ipſum eſſe dignum 
Epiſcopatu, &c. which could be of no other 
Kind than Presbyteratus, being granted by a 


Meeting of Presbyters, properly ſignified by 


the Terms Convent us Seniorum, Concilium & 
Conſeſſus omnium, and this explains Bede's 
Meaning better than any Expreſſions cited 
from Tertullian can do: And it is clear, that 
Aidan was in no other Senſe a Biſhop but as he 


was ſent by the Presbyters ſignified by the 
Word Ordinantes, to act as a Miſſionary in 


converting, Baptizing and Adminiſtrating the 
Sacraments, and ordaining of others to aſſiſt 
him in the Exerciſe of the Miniſtry, as well by 
himſelf as others whom he aſſumed at Holy 


Iſland (which was at a conſiderable Diſtance | 
from Icolmkill) without expecting the ordinary 


Concurrence of the Abbot and College of the 
A : Monaſtery 


a 
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Monaſtery of Hii, which probably he would 
have had, if he had been near to it, ſeing the 
whole Province, and even the Biſhops them- 
ſelves were ſubject to his Juriſdiction. And 
wen in the Time of Biſhop Finan ( long after 
Colambs) who converted the Kingdoms of the 

Midale- Angles, Mercians and Eaſt-Saxons, to 

whom he ſent ſeveral Biſhops and Teachers, 

whereof Biſhop Ceollach was one, and left his 

Biſhoprick to return to Hi: (i). And 

Bede relates, that in extraordinary Caſes, 

the Church at Lindisfairn in the firſt Planta- 
Ion thereof had Supplies of Scorriſh Teachers 
Jo aſſiſt their Biſhops, and that Presbyters 
rere ordained by the Biſhops of Lindisfairn 
Wo be Biſhops to the Kingdoms of the Merczans, - 
Dia- Angles and Eaſt Saxons ; and particularly 
What Cedd was one of them, who had been ſent 
Wy King Om: from the Middle-Angles with 
Wnother Prieſt for his Aſſiſtant to convert the 
Eaſt Saxons, and having converted many there, 
Jo the Chriſtian Faith, came to Holy 1/and to 
Wriſt Biſhop Finan, and to receive Advice and 
Directions from him: And further it is certain, 
That Colman (who ſucceeded Finan) at the 
amous Conference betwixt him and the Romiſſ 
Doctors concerning Paſch, Tonſure, and other 
Rites at the Monaſtery of Strenoſbaleh, now 
alled Whitby, was aſſiſted (4) in the Manage- 
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(i) Lib. 3. Cap. 2i, Ceollach & ipſe de Natione Scottorum 

fn non multo poſt Epiſcopatu relicto reverſus ad inſulam Hit. Ubi 
Wlurimorum Caput & Arcem Scotti habuere cænobiorum. (x) Lib. 
z. Cap. 25, 26. Colman cum Clericis ſuis de Scottia, afterwards 
in ſame Chapter, Hild. Abbatiſſa cum ſuis in Parte Scot- 
orum in qua erat etiam venerabilis Epiſcopus Cedd jamdudum 
MW 4inatus a Scottis. RT 
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ment thereof by the Clergy from Scotland 
(Sentence being given againſt him) he 

returned to Tcolmkill with his Followers, 
amongſt whom were 30 Exgliſb (1) in the 
Tear 664: So that as the Biſhops of Lindisfairn 
did own their Dependence on the Abbot and 
Monaſtery of Icolmtill, from which Finan and 
Colman their laſt Biſhops, as well as their two 
firſt Biſhops, had their Miſſion and Ordination, 
 folikewiſe the Biſhops of the Mercians, Middle. 

Angles and Eaſt Saxons ( whereof, beſides the 
* fore-mentioned Cedd, there (n) were twe 
Scottiſh Men, Diama and Ceollach, and a third 
Tramhere an Engliſhman ordained by the 
Scotch ) owned their Dependence on Finan and 
Colman the Biſhops of Lindisfairn ; from all 
which it is evideat, That all theſe Biſhops 
were under the Government of the 1/azd 
Abbot and his College of Presbyters, and ſo 
that Conſequence drawn by the Writer, Viz, 
(2 That the Scots had Biſhops diſtinct from, 
and ſuperior to Prieſts, long before they ſubmitted 
to the Papal Authority, is very ill inferred, and 
no ways plain or evident, as he alledges. 

Sir James agrees with the (o Writer, That 
the Scots, after they ſubmitted to Rome, might 
have had Biſhops with Dioceſan Power, before 
they were confined to particular Precincts or 
Dioceffes, and neither He, nor the Presbyte. 
rians, as he ſuppoſes, make any Argument 
for their Conſtitution from this, as is alledged 
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by the Writer; Nor do the Presbyterians 
hink their Conſtitution to be leſs Presby- 
trian, becauſe their College and Society of 
resbyters did chiefly reſide in the Monaſter ies, 
nd that few Pariſh Churches or Manſes were 
wilt or ſettled in the Country in ancient 
limes, and that theſe Country Places were 
pplied by the Presbyters ſent or ordained 
the reſt, tho? theſe ſent to Northumberland 
nd other Saxon Kingdoms at a great Diſtance 
night by Bede be called by the Name of 
iſhops, a Name common in the reſt of the 
* and other Romiſh Churches; Yet theſe 
the Saxon Church ot the Scortifh Inſtitution, 
y whatever Names they were diſtinguiſhed, 
ere ſubject to the Scorriſh Monaſtery or 
burch, which is proved from Bede to have 
een governed by Presbyters. The ſame 
ching may be obſerved in the Time of the 
formation of Religion from Popery, when 
here was not a Sufficiency of reformed Preſ- 
ters to plant the whole Churches of Scot- 
d; They ſent Miniſters to the different 
ountries and Corners of the Kingdom to 
ant Churches, ordain and admit Miniſters 
nder the Deſignation of Superintendents, 
mmiſſioners, or Viſitors of the Church, 
ho were obliged to make Report, and liable 
the Juriſdiftion of the General Aſſembly: 
Ind even theſe, tho? of different Names, and 
ercifing, by Commiſſion, a greater Power 
j themſelves than ordinary, were not there · 
j entituled to a greater Power or Juriſdiftion, 
ner their other Brethren to whom they 
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were anſwerable, nor 2 over the Miniſter 
* they Ordained and Admitted, who immed; 
ately upon their Admiſſions came to be joined 
and of equal Power with theſe who la 
ordained them. WS; 6K” 
What hath been ſaid may eaſily reſolve the 
Writer's bantering frivolous Queſtions () 
Mere Ti * 5 75 Colman 18 

* ſan Biſbops? King Oſwald being baptized by thi 
s bo Seat be ge, ( ee 5 Si 
James's Hypotheſis) to have been as much at 

' Enemy to Dioceſan Epiſcopacy as they : An 

| hom could it ever enter his Thought to defi 
| 4 4 Biſhop? Or from theſe whom he knew hu 
| none of that Order among them? And i 
Aidan did ſo revolt from the Principles of 
his Mother Church, as to become 4 Dioceſ 
Biſhop ;, Why aid the Scots after his Deal 

| fend Finan to ſucceed in the ſame aunlanfu 
Office, and after him Colman? Certainly i 
is impolſible to account for all or am of the 
Things, if the Scots were Enemies to Dioce 
ſan Epiſcopacy. What needed he to ask a 
theſe Queſtions, and propoſe theſe Difficultiesſing 
is it not made very eaſie; It being proverſiloye 
before, that all the forecited Biſhops were Preſſiin 1 
byters ſent and ordained for a particulaifoy, 
Function by a College of Presbyters, to whonſ his 
they alwiſe owned Subjection, and followedllef ; 
their Rules and InjunQions, as is ſaid ofthe 
Aidan, Lib. 3. Cap. 25. 4b omnibus tolerabsYBec 
tar, &c. quia etſi Paſcha contra Morem eors 


(a ) P. 5 & 51. 
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jam miſerant, facere non potuit, Opera 


een Fidei, Pietatis, Dilectionis, &c. dili- 
; enter exſequi curabat & ab zþſis ,quoque Epiſe 


ws Cantuariorum, & Orientalium Anglorum 
[exeratione habitas eſt. The Writer thinks 
lo: to go lightly over the Objection, That 
e Abbot of Hz had an unuſual and ſingular 
uriſdiction over the whole Province, and 
yas ſuperior to the Biſhops themſelves, ex- 
reſſing himſelf in this Manner, (q ) . But 
tho? it were certain that Bede was not miſtaken 
in this Relation, as he had been in ſeveral 
Matters, yet, faith he, it cannot be con- 
cluded that the Scots did not believe the 
Superiority of the Epiſcopal Office above that 
of a Prieſt. And, to uſe his own Words, this 
s to endeavour to eſcape by 4 very weak Sub- 
erfuge. Can it be concluded that Bede was 
miſtaken. in this Relation, becauſe it is not 
certain but he might have been miſtaken: Doth 
not Bede aſſert in plain expreſs Terms, That 
the Abbot had an unuſual Juriſdiction even 
over the Biſhops themſelves, in which he 
\Smightily blames their Conſtitution, that be- 
ing Presbyters, they ſhould exerce a Power 
Nover the Biſhops ? This is indeed the Paſſage 
in Bede, upon which Sir James doth chiefly 
found, Vix. That Bede acknowledged that in 
his Time the Scofs had no Dioceſan Biſhops 
of a ſuperior Order to Presbyters: But will 
the Weiter make good his Aﬀertion, That 
"Bede himſelf, on whom he chiefly founds, 


" (2) P. 51. 9 h 
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makes the contrary * as the Sun-ſhine ? Ts it 
this Paſſage of Bede which makes our Biogra 
pher's Proof as clear as Sun-ſhine, or upo 

hich of all the Paſſages he alledges doth this 
Brightneſs appear? His beſt Proofs indeed 
in his own Words, ſeem to be groundl:ſfilig 
Conceits, and fond Opinions (r). ere the 
Biſhops of Lindisfairn no otherwiſe ſubjeft toyffe 
the Monaſtery of Icolmtill than the Head of a 
College in any of the Univerſities becoming. 
afterward a Biſhop muſt be ſubje& to theo. 
Pine of the Vice Chancellor, who may 
De 4 Prieſt in his own Dioceſs? Were they 
not ordained and ſent by the Monaſtery to be 
Biſhops of that Kingdom, and even then ſubject 
to the Monaſtry? Will he alledge that any 
Heads of a College were ever ſent, ordained e 
and conſecrated to be a Biſhop over any Dio- Ne 
ceſs in England, and to continue ſubject to Far 
the Vice Chancellor and Univerſity in that 
Biſhoprick ? This indeed were a parallel Caſe 
with the Monaſtery's Juriſdiftion and Biſhop 
Aidan's Miſſion ; but is unuſual and not to be 
found where Dioceſan Epiſcopacy is eſtabliſh- 
ed: Nor will the Authority of the worthy 
and learn'd Archbiſhop Vſſer (whoſe Sentiments 
concerning the Superiority of Biſhops above 
Presbyters he does not follow) from the Þ: 
Ulſter Annals ſupport the Matter, That tho 
St. Columba was the firſt Abbot of Hz, yet 
there was alwiſe a Biſhop who had his ordi- 
nary Reſidence with him: Of this there muſt 
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de owned to be not ſo much as one Inſinua- 


from the Legendary Popiſh Annals of U/fer, 
rritten in a dark and ignorant Time; Muſt 
his Darkneſs be preferred to the Sun-ſhine 
Light from Bede? Nor will the Authority of 


ffered by the Writer, That Epiſcopus Mayenſis 
| Subſcriber to the Canons of the Northum- 


tood the ſame with the Epiſcopus Hyienſis, 
nd a Miſtake of the Tranſcriber : For this 
orthambrian Council was long after Bede wrote 
is Hiſtory, and will make nothing againſt 
yhat Bede fays, nor what Sir James has advanced 
n his Authority; Nor will theſe Conjectures 
ed Ne ſufficient to overturn Sir James his Poſition, 
o- Nren after Bede's Time, and eſtabliſh the con- 

nary. The Proof is no better for the Superi- 
rity of a Biſhop above a Prieſt, from the 
aflage in the Life of Columba, alledged written 
y Adamnanu his Succeſſor, an Abbot of the 
ime Monaſtery, who, albeit he lived ſome 
arer Columba's Time than Bede, yet I can- 
ot aggree with our Biographer, That the 
uthority of Adamnanus is equal, far leſs 
referable to that of Bede, ſince it was agreed 
0 all Hands to be a fabulous Hiſtory, lately 
bliſhed in his Name, and that he was remark- 


bbot of that Monaſtery, who quit the ScotriſÞ 
Iſtitution, and became fond of the Engliſh 


— 


(HL. 5. Cap, 16 and 23. * 
3 called 


tion, far leſs a clear Proof from Bede, but only 


theſe Annals be bettered by the Conjecture 


rian Synod, Anno 785 or 7, is to be under. 


le for nothing, but that he was the (/) firſt 


— iſp Rites, and therefore may juſtly be 
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called Latini ed however this Term be quar: 
relled by the Biographer, leſt it might be 
offenſive to the Romaniſts ; Perhaps this may 
procure. Adamnanus the more Credit with the 
Writer of Mr. Sage's Life. , The Legendary 
Story is this, (t) That a Biſhop coming te 
Hit wg to conceal his CharaQter, and paſs 
for a Prieſt only, Colamba deſired him to aſſi 
at the Conſecration of the Excharift, and the 
Stranger coming up to the Altar to break the 
holy Bread, in Company with two Prieſts 
Columba looking ſteedfaſtly on him, and dif. 
covering his Character, deſired him to make 
Uſe of the Privilege of his Order, by breaking 
the Bread alone, reprehended him, for that be 
ing a Biſhop, he endeavoured to conceal him. 
ſelf, and hinder his Treatment, with due Re! 
ſpe& and Veneration. And hence concludes Co? 
lumba's Opinion of the Superiority of a Biſhop tc 
a Prieſt, and demonſtrates, That there were Bi 
ſhops elſe-where in Scotland beſide him, whalff 
had his ordinar Reſidence in the Monaſtery,and 
altogether Strangers to St Columba and his Monks 
and who had never received their Conſecratio 
from them. This Story ſeems to be an In 
vention of the later Popiſh Times. How could 
Columba know him by his Face to be a Biſhop" 
when he was concealing: himſelf > He might a 
have deſired him to affiſt at the Euchariſt, 15 las 
ing a Stranger, as one Miniſter would deſirqton 
another, to perform any Part of his Office for dub 
him: And according to this Story, Colum: 
acted the Part of a Biſhop, in appointing thqp"<r 


(tt) Page 54 and 55. 
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ng achariſt, but found that the Stranger conceal- 
38d Biſhop had Right to do it alone: Where is 
hat Cuſtom to be found, That the Euchariſt 
nuft be conſecrated at leaſt by two Prieſts, 
hom the Stranger Prieſt was to be joined? 
not the Conſecration of the Euchariſt a ſingle 


ranger paſsing for a Prieſt only, to aſſiſt at 

aden of the Eachariſt, with other. 

yo Prieſts, as the Cuſtom was ſaid to be; but 
en he had not diſcovered, by Reaſon of his * 
eaed extraordinary Submißion and Mo- oF 
eſty, that the other was a Biſhop, but thought p 
im to be only a Prieſt, joined with other two, 4 
i looking ſtedſaſtly on him in Company with a 
he tners, he found him out to be a Biſhop, and 4 
sto have a greater Privilege in the Monaſtry 4 
ban the Abbot himſelf had, who could ſuffer f 
eo Prieſts in his Preſence to conſecrate the 9 


zi to be performed by one Perſon? Is it not 5 
had Right common to Presbyters and Biſhops? It it 
and true the Biſhops aſſumed the ſole Right of if 
„ rdination of Presbyters, but they never claim- 4 
rode the ſole Right of the Conſecration of the j 


uchariſt ; But it was, and is the Practice to 
this Day in the Romiſh Church, That a Preſ- 
dyter doth conſecrate the Euchariſt in Preſence 
a Biſhop. It ſeems this Legendary Writer 
las made St. Col/amba to out- do the Stranger 
Foacealed Biſhop in Modeſty and extraordinary 
dubmiſsion. But all this is no Demonſtration, 
644} hat he was a Scorriſh Biſhop, as our Author 
tha retends; For this alledged Biſhop might have 
ome from the South Part of Jre/ana, or from 


ran ſome 
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ſome other Place : For ( « ) Bede relates, Tha 
the Iriſh Scots conformed to the Romiſh Rites fir: 
even before the Pis, and long before the otheMnt 
Scots and Britons, But our Author willla 
hardly perſwade us, That he was a Scottiſ 
Biſhop, and yet unknown to Colamba, fro 
whom he had his Ordination. And it wahc| 
properifor the reſiding Bifhop, not the AbboKKo. 
Calumba, to have pay'd Reſpect to the ſtrangeiſſelo 
Biſhop, unleſs the Abbot was Superior to ther! 
Stranger as well as to the reſiding Biſhop 
which truly is agreeable to Bede*'s Doctrine o 
the Abbot's Power and Juriſdiction over thY&;z 
Monaſtery and Biſhops of the whole Province 
Which, as it intirely overthrows the Write Net 
Demonſtration, ſo it diſcovereth it to be e 
meer Fiction, which cannot poſſibly (as (* Wai: 
he expreſſes it on another Occaſion ) gain CreY E 
dit with any who are not altogether under th De 
Power of Prejudice, or byaſſed to a Party, or 
utterly ignorant of Church Hiſtory, at leaſt o 
Bede's Church Hiſtory : And it ſeems no better 
Excuſe is to be made for the Writer, but that 
all Things, even the moſt weighty and valuabldſſien 
Intereſts, are but a ſmall enough Sacrifice toffCh 
the great IDOL EPISCOPACT DIOCES AN Jes! 
Let theſe Expreſsions which appear to be ſe - Idiſc 
vere be excuſed, they are our Biographer's ownf|mer 
Stile, and applyed to others with leſs Reaſon.JCer 
By theſe hard Words, tho? his Name be un- IHiſ 
known, he plainly diſcovers himſelf to be aff 
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(u) L. 5. Cap. 16, 22, 23, (X) Page 37. | 
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ah Flier, and for propagating and extend: 
e562 the Epiſcopal Order beyond its due Bounds ; 
nd if he be a Scotſman, for overturning 
ilWaliciouſly the Government of his Mother 
(AFChurch. Wo; | bog eh 
Sir James may juſtly admire why there is 
uch an Edge of Diſpleaſure turned againſt his 
OLLECTIONS, by ſome profeſsing them- 
elves Proteſtant, through an over anxious Con- 
Fern they ſhew for the Epiſcopal Order, ſeing 
at in a learned and judicious Treatiſe, Enti- 
led, An Enquiry into the Conſtitution, Diſci- 
Wine, &c. of the primitive Church, within the 
rſt Three hunder Tears after CHRIST, ſuppoſ- 
| to be written by Sir Peter Ring, who is of 
be Communion of the Church of England; it is 
lainly proven, Chap. 3. and 4. Part. 1. That 
a Presbyter was only inferior to a Biſhop in 
Degree, but equal to him in Order, and that 
even over the Chriſtian. Church, for the firſt 
three Centuries : Whereas Sir James treateth 
nly of the Conſtitution of the Scottiſh Church, 
| the Time of Bede, and follows the Senti- 
ents of that Author in this, ” That the 
Church was governed by an Abbot and Col- 
lege of Presbyters, leaving to the Divines to 
diſcuſs the Queſtions concerning the Govern- 
ment of other Chriſtian Churches in the firſt 
Centuries, and till the Time Bede wrote his 
Hiſtory in the Year 731. But before I con- 
> aflude, I will add one Word more of Sir Peter 
—ng's Treatiſe, Cap. 4; Paragr. 4 and 5. Page 
„P. treating concerning the Presbyters ruling _ 
Ei Churches, from Polycarp he infers,.” They, 

E : © preſided RT 
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c preſided in Church Conſiſtories, together with: 
© the Biſhop, and compoſed the executive Part po 
* of the Eccleſiaſtick Court, from whence it was 
© called, The Presbytery ; becauſe, in it, as Ter- 
© tullian ſays, Probati Preſident ſeniores, Apol. 
Cap. 39. Approved Elders did preſide. Sir 
Peter thinks this Paſſage to be a Proof for Pref. 
byters, and for Elders or Presbyters ; wherea 
the Biographer declares it to be an evident 
Proof, That in Tertullian's Time the Seniores 
_ © were underſtood to be Biſhops eſtabliſhed in 
the Church, diſtinct from, and ſuperior to 
«* Prieſts. | ; 2 
Our Biographer goes on, ()) in what he 
calls the other Paradox advanced by Sir James, 
? That the Culdees preſerved, and publicklyſ 
© profeſſed the Chriſtian Faith pure and unſpot- 
© ted from the Romiſh Corruptions, even to the 
© Beginning of the Fourteenth Century : And 
he ſays, faintly enough, to ſhew that he is a 
Proteſtant, otherways one would haye ſcarcely 
gueſſed it: It were to be wiſhed, That he orf 
* any other Author were able to prove it,to the 
Satisfaction of the Ingenious, yet it is ſupported 
by no Arguments that have the leaſt Shadow 
* of Probability. Sir Ja. does indeed advance P. 
285. That it was plain that the Caldees con- 
tinued till the Beginning of the 14. Century 
without being totally extirpated; but doth 
not mention how far they publickly profeſſedþ 
the Chriſtian Faith pure and unſpotted from 
the Romiſh Corruptions to that Time; perhaps 


(„V) Page 3. 12 
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thro? the Severity, and Prevalency of the 
Popiſh Party eftabliſhed by Authority, they 
might * ſometimes be obliged to lurk and 
give ſome Complyance, but the Writer is 
pleaſed to Expreſs it in his own Way, as better 
enabling him to call it a Paradox, that the 
Chriſtian Religion was profeſſed pure and un- 
ſpotted from the Romiſh Corruptions. He 
alledges, Sir James Page 297. ſaith, That the 
ancient Scots had no Regard to the Chriſtian 
Religion planted by Auſtin the Romiſb Miſſi- 
onary, and his Followers; but he does not 
airly repreſent what Sir James ſaid in that 
Page, which relates to Page 77. where he is 
not expreſſing his proper Thoughts, but 
theſe of Bede Lib. 2. Cap. 20. from Pope 
Honorius, and Elect Pope John his Letter, 
ded nec Religions Chriſtiane, que apud eos 
txorta erat, aliquid impendebat Honors, Quip- 
e cum uſq; hodie Moris fit Brittonum, Fidem, 
Religionemq; Anglorum pro nihilo habere, neq; 
in aliquo eis mag is communicare quam Paganis. 
beae likewiſe Lib. 2. Cap. 4. bringeth another 
uthority from Archbiſhop Laurence's Letter 
n the following Words, Sed cognoſcentes Brit- 
ones, Scottos meliores putavimns. Scottos vero 
er Daganum Epiſcopum in banc, quam ſuperius 
emoravimus, inſulam, & Columbanum Abbaters 
n Galiis venientem, nihil dicreparea Brittonibus 
Is e rum Converſatione didicimus, Nam Daga- 
lus Epiſcopus ad nos veniens, non ſolum Cibum 
obiſc um, ſed nec in eodem Hoſpitio quo veſcebamur 
were voluit. If this be wrong faid, Sir James 
not accountable for it, but the Venerable 
| E 2 Bede, 


1 

Bede, and Popiſh Archbiſhop Laurence, and the 
Popes, whom he cites treating the Scots and 
Brittons as Puritans, who would have nc 
manner of Communication or Commerce 
with the Latinized Saxons. But our Write 
(z)alledges the Contrary is certainly true, That 

© the Scots and Brittons believed the ſame Fait 
with the Romans, and at the coming of Auſt; 
into Britain; And for a long Time after differ 
ing only in the Obſervation of Eaſter, and 

* few Ceremonies: This is clear, ſays he, fro 

© Bede, That Auſtin demanded no more fro 
the Britiſh Biſhops, but concerning the keeping 

© of Eaſter, and Adminiſtration of Baptiſm, and 

© that they would preach the Word of GOT 
together with him, That is, own Auſtin as 

| © their Archbiſhop, and the Biſhop of Rome as Pa 
| © triarch of the Weſtern Church. Would he 
| ſuppoſe that Bede did fo flately contradid 
| - himſelf, or that the Scots and Brittons became 
more Averſe to the Romiſh Church in Arch 

. biſhop Lavrence's Time, than they hac 
been in the Time of Archbiſhop Auſt 
his immediate Predeceſſor? Is it to be 
thought, becauſe Archbiſhop Aaſlin propoſec 
no more at the Conference with the Britiji 
_ Clergy than theſe few Things, That there 
fore there were no greater Differences be 
tween them than theſe? Or that the Romiſ 
Archbiſhop did not intend a greater Conformit 
after theſe were yielded, and to oblige the 
to Conform yet further, by Virtue of that 
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eneral Conceffion of owning him as their 

Archbiſhop, which indeed the Brittons \ melling 
broke off the Conference; and there enſued a 
Mbloody War to the Deſtruction of great Num- 
bers of the Brittons by the Saxons? Are theſe 
YFictions of this Writer Proofs to the Satisfacti. 
ow of the Ingenious, or ſupported by the leaſt 
Shadow of Probability? Doeth he not rather 
plainly contradift the beſt Authorities of a 
renerable Presbyter, Archbiſhop, and Pope? If 
theſe Stories can gain any Credit, it muſt be 
amongſt his credulous high-flying Followers: 
gut it ſeems if it be not yielded that the Scors 
bad Dioceſan Biſhops, they muſt be loaded 
as believing the ſame Faith with the Romans, 
except as to a few Things, and even to be 
Ftainted with the Pelagian Hereſie, which the 
AEle&t Pope John pretended to lament when he 
Wmean'd to pervert them; and yet he acknow- 
Jledges that Bede praiſes much the Scozriſh 
Churchmen, in conforming themſelves to the 
Rule of (/ the Scripture. The Writer goes on 
in the ſame Strain, endeavouring to prove the 
Conformity of the Scots to the Romiſb Church 
after the Year 716, when the Scots in Icolm- 
till with all the Monaſteries ſubje& to them, 
were perſwaded to Comply with the Romiſh 
Tonſare and other Cuſtoms : Will this neceſ- 
F larly conclude, That the Scots in every Thing 
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(a) Lib. 3. Cap. 4. Verum qual:ſcunque fuerit ipſe, nos hoc de illo 
ecertum tenemus, quod days Succeſloret, magna Continentia, ae 
Divino Amore regularique Inſtitutione inſignes : 8c, — tantum 
t que in Propheticis, Evangelicis, & Apoſtolicis Literis diſcere po- 
trans Pictatis & Caſtitatic Opera diligenter obſervantes. 
complyed 


r 
complyed with the Romenifts? When it i 
certain Bede in the End of his Hiftor 
{ b) gives the Scors no ſuch Commendation 
but only a negative One, Vix. Scori qui Bri 
tanniam incolant ſuis contents Finthus nihil 
contra Gentem Anglorum Iſidiarum maliuntu 
ver Fraudum: Whereas before he had ſaid of 
the Pits, Fædus Pack cum Gente habet Anglo 
rum, & Catholice Pacis ac Veritatis tum uni ver 
ſalt Eccleſia particeps exiſtere gaudet, wh 
doeth he not ſubjoin the ſame extenſive 
Commendation to the Scots of their League 
of Peace with the Engliſh, and with th 
univerſal - Catholick Church, which Bede a 
Romaniſt means of the Romiſo Church: II 
the Scots at that Time, as the Writer ſays, 
had in every Thing been conſormed to the 
Romiſb Church. It were unneceſſary to examine 
the Inftances given by our Writer from Bede, 
of the Errors of the Scorriſþ Church, in Con- 
formity with the Romiſb, ſeing they might 
have continued to differ from that Church, 
and yet come to be infected with ſome of 
their Errors, which are now rejected by all 
the Proteſtants or reformed Churches; And 
even Rome it ſelf in Bede's Time was not of 
corrupt as now it is, nor perhaps was the 
Scottiſh Church then To pure as now. The 
muſtering up of Objections againſt that Church, 
ought properly be done by a Romaniſt 
than by one profeſſing himſelf Proteftant. 
But the Writer has alſo the Confidence 
- (5) Lib, 3. Cap. 4. 24. TO TER 
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ors did conform to the Romiſh Church, con- 
rary to the (c) expreſs Citation of Bede in 
he End of his Eecleſiaftical Hiſtory concerning 
je Statg of the Britiſb Church, and he 
jeeded not to hive coneluded it to be 
trange aſtoniſhing and ſurprizing, to ſee Sir 
James aflerting, That the Scottiſh Culdees con- 
inued for ſo long Time, to oppoſe the Inno- 
ations of the Romiſb Church, ( notwithſtand- 
ng that it may alſo inſinuate, that the Cul- 
{es were Enemies to Dioceſan Epiſcopacy it 
elf) ſeing what he advances is {q well vouch- 
| by Popiſh Writers and Documents, which 
ur Biographer thinks fit to touch upon, but very 
lightly. a a 

The Writer 1s pleaſed to diſprove the Senti- 
nents of ſome Perſons who eſteemed the Cul. 
ſees to be fictitious, or confined to St. Andrews; 
ut rather than to have them without Biſhops, 
beit of a pure Scriptural Inſtitution, he will 
ave them ſubject to Rowe, and conform to 
hat Church in Principles, and that their Oppo- 


ot in Religion, but in the Maintenance of the 
rivilege of electing the Biſhop of St. Andrews, 
nd when he endeavoured to deprive them of 
heir Lands, and gave them to other Chanons 
r Monks, and alledged, That no Shadow of 
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eſtica fibi Odio Gentem Anglorum et torus Ecclefie Statum 


aſcha minus res Moribuſgue improbis impug nant. 
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o alledge, That the Britons as well as the 


tion to the Biſhop of St. Andrews and others, was | 


n 
Argument is brought to prove, that they re 
nounced the Pope's Authority and other Cor 
ruptions of the Romiſb Church. - 
It will not be improper to obſerve here 
how unfairly our Biographer ſtates the Argu 
ment, he lays it down as an Axiom Page 65 
“That all who have the leaftAcquaintance wit 
© Hiſtory know, that the Scots believed the 
« Biſhop of Rome was Vicar of CHRIST, and 
Supreme viſible Head of the Catholick Church 
Having eſtabliſhed this, he thinks it uncontro- 
verted, That Sir James hath not brought the 
leaſt, Authority to prove, That the Cyldees re- 
nounced the Pope's Authority; and therefore 
would oblige Sir 2 to Inſtance when they 
did renounce the Pope's: Authority, and where- 
in they had differed from him; he does not 
conſider that Sir James in lis Collections, Cap. 
4. Pag. 49. and in the preceeding Pages off 
that Chapter, hath given very good Authori-f 
ty to prove, That the Scottiſb Chureh re- 
ceived the Chriftian Religion very carly from 
St. Jobn's Diſciples, Fathers of the Greek 
Church, and refuſed to ſubmit to the Romiſh, i 
and particularly in the Conference betwixt 
Archbiſhop Auſtin and the Brittons, (with 
whom, as is ſaid before, the Scots differed in 
nothing material) where there was a Deſign 
to unite the Britiſh with the Romiſp Church; 
Ir is ſaid, That the Britton, differed then from 
the Romans, as to the Time of obſerving 
 Eafter, and held many Things contrary to 
the Practice of the Church of Rome; And - 
8 * re the 
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the Romans were content to tolerate the Britons 
in all other Things, tho* contrary to their 
Rites, upon their agreeing to the three Things 
propoſed, yet they would not unite with the Sax- 
ons. And it appears by the other Conference 
(4) betwixt Colman and Biſhop Egilber# of 
the Weſtern Saxons, and Vilfrid, Agatbo, &c.that 
Colman returned Home to Scotland with his 
Clergy, and did not ſubmit to the Romiſb 
Church; So that it cannot properly be ſaid 
that the Scottiſo Church renounced the Errors 
of the Church of Rome, ſeing it doth not ap- 
pear that they had embraced them at that Time; 
ind this Expreſſion of renouncing the Romiſb 
Communion is only applyed by Sir James to 
theſe in Italy, France, Germany, and Flanders, 
who differed from the Romiſh Church in the 
Doctrines concerning the Sacrament of the 
LORD's Supper, and sther Points of Faith, 
ind thereupon ſeparated from them; whereas 
probably before that Time, they had been of 
the ſame Communion; but it ſeems our Writer 
loth either not believe, or makes light of the 
Separation of ſo great a Body from the Romiſb 
hurch, as he does plainly of the Differences 
the Scottiſh Church from it. 
He hath not well confidered theſe Proofs ad- 
luced in the Collections from Popiſh Writers, 1 
articularly from the Ercerpt of the Priory of = 
it. Andrews, of which I ſhall recite the fol- 1 
owing Paſlage, P. i 22. Quos Kelledeos appellant, 


. 
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qui ſecundum ſuam Aſlimationem, &. Hominum 
| Traditionem, magis quam ſecundum Santtorum 
Statuta Patrum, vivebant, ſed adhuc ſimiliter vi- 
vunt. Nor has he conſidered anotherPaſſage, Page 
262, taken from the ſaid Excerpt, which gives 
Account, That Robert Biſhop of St. Andrews 
made a further Step to humble the Kelazes, by 
ere&ing a Priory, and introducing of Chanons 
regular there, where are to be found the fo]- 
lowing Words, Nee ibi miſſa celebratur, niſi 
cum Rex vel Epiſcopus illo advenerat : Nel dei, 
namque in Angulo quolam Eccleſiæ, que modica 
nimis erat, ſuum Officium, Suo More, celebrabant. 
Since publiſhing the Collections, the Chart- 
uary of the Priory of St. Andrews is found out; 
as alſo a Mandate of King David the firſt in 
Favouts of the Prior and Chanons of St. An- 
Adres, to be ſeen in the Univerſity there, 

proving, that if the Reldzes would not live 
peaceably with, and under them, that they 
ſhould reject them; as they were doing by 
Degrees till they were ſuppreſſed in the Be- 
ginning of the 14th Century. The Romiſb 
Church was accuſtomed to add Monaſteries of 
Monks, or Religious of new Orders, but never 
by. Violence and Fraud, to ſuppreſs: the former 
agreeing in ez and ſubject to them. 


You may likewiſe ſee Page 244, the Account 


given by Alexander Milz Chanon of Dunke!d, 
of the Culdees of Abernetby, who were thrown 
out in the Reign of King David the firſt, and 


upon their Ruins, the Cathedral Church of“ 
Dunkeld, the Biſhops and Chanons were 
3 8 crected, 
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erected, Mut at- UE ſterio et repudiatis Kel- 

1 8 & Canonicos inſtituit, ſeculate- 

e Collegium, in futurum eſſe ordinavit, Circa 
uinnos Domini, mille centum & viginti ſep- 
Jem; Primus tunc Epiſcopus pro tempore, Mo. 
s naſterii Abbas, Gregorius. This Paſſage tho' a 
little carped at, might not only ſerve to be a Sha - 
y dow of an Argument, but a convincing Proof 
is to our Writer, that the Culdeet however they 
|- might temporize a little, or be oceaſional Con- 
„ formiſts in ſome things, and at ſometimes, to 
i, the Church of Rome; yet they did neither ge- 
a Inerally own it, nor its Corruptions, elſe at laſt 
t. hey had not been extirpated by that Church. 
t- The Writer doth a little triumph over (e) Sir 
t; Eames in an alledged Miſtake in the Senſe given 
in Jof a Paſſage of Richard Prior of Hexam, (f) 
n- {who lived in the Time of Henry the ſecond, 
e, and Richard the firſt of England, and William 
ve the firſt of Scotland, and died in the 1190, 
ey i vero diu a Ciſalpina, imo fere ab univerſa 
Beclefia, diſcordantes, exoſs Memorie Petrg. 
leoni, et Apoſtaſie ejus, nimium faviſſe vide- 
bantur ; ** Which Sir James ſays, is a plain Ac- 
'knowledgment that the Scottiſb Nation, Clergy 
er and Laity, were along Time in Schiſm with the 
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er F'Romisþ Church; the Writer thinks the Argu- 
m. | ment proves too much, and therefore nothing. 
ty It being certain, that the King and many of 
1 — 

| Page 64. 65, & | 
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the Clergy at that Inde were conformed to 
Rome, and all that can be inferred from the 
Citation, was, That the Scots had too much 
d favoured the Antipope Anacletus the ſecond, 
© and not Innocent the ſecond, till by the Per- 
 *{wafion of the Legate, they ſubmitted to Ixno- 
* cent ; but whether they favoured the one or of 
© the other, they were ſtill fubject to the Pope. 
If in this Gloſs Sir James has miſtaken the 
Meaning of the Prior of Hexam, yet it muſt 
be yielded, he hath at leaſt given ſome Sha- 
ow of Argument for what he advances, and 
that the Writer treats him with too much Se- 
yerity, calling his Opinion a Fiction, moſt ri- 
' diculous and abſurd. The Writer alledges, that 
The Ground of the Diſcord was, that the Scot: 
© favoured Peter Leon, or rather ſtood neuter and 
* unreſolved for ſome Time, as did the French 
and Englisb,till they were brought over by the 
. * Perſwafion of Innocent's Favourite Bernard. 
But is it to be thought, that the Popiſh Prior 
would ſo ſeverely Tax the Scottiſß Church for 
a meer Neutrality in the Caſe of the Anti- 
| Pope, and not the French and Engliſh, who, 
it's probable, joined more with Anacletus 
than they did e How can this ſhort Neutrality 
(if there were not ſome greater Quarrel at 
the Scottiſo Church) be Characterized Dis- 
Turns 4 Ci ſalpina, imo fere ab univerſa Bc 
cleſia, Diſcordia > This could not be reckor 50 
ed a Schiſm in our Church of any long ſtand hat 
ing, from the univerſal one, when the Priot Dur 
acknowledges it enduxed only eight Years Jiot 
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» Bniſcrabiliter afflita, Ode annis continuis du. 
e eit; and ſo neceſſarly the Antipope, a Car; 
1 ainal Prieſt, and Son to Leo a Roman Prince, 
| Mis the Writer owns, was choſen. Pope by ano- 
ther Party, which behooved-to. conſiſt of Itali- 
Jen, on the other Side of the Alps, as well as 
2x Jof French on this Side; muſt not then the Quar- 
e rel with the Scars be, That they had been 
je long ſeparate from the Romiſb Church, and 
{ Wherefore the more inclined to favour the Anti- 
a- Ipope, termed, Of batefint Memory? what Need 
id was there to take ſuch ſpecial Notice of the 
e- Peors Submiſfion to Pope Innocent In this Mat- 
i- Iter, Tunc vero Divina Gratia inſpirati, Man- 
at data Innocentii Pape, & Legatum ejus, omnes: 
t unanimiter, cum magna Veneratione ſuſcepe- 
nd Brunz; If it had not been, that this was the 
ch arſt notable Time when King David with his 
heflnew modeled- and ere&ed Clergy, were able 
d. Ito prevail with the Barons of the Kingdom, 
or flnot only to own Pope Innocent the ſecond, 
forfibut alſo to receive his Commands and his Le- 
Nate unanimouſly, with great Veneration 
What needed the Prior of Hexbam take ſo 
ſpecial Notice of it? Can the Writer, or the 
Romanifts he favours, prove from any Hiſtory 
or Document, that before this Time the Scor- 
in · Itiſb Clergy and Laity, had unanimouſly, and 
with great Veneration, owned the Pope, his 
7 Canons, or Decrees; of this, he 
ath no Proof from Bede as clear as the 
jon Sun, nor from any other credible Writer; Is 
rot then the Gloſs given to the Citation 85 
8 | Sir 


£383, 
Sir James to be received That the Scott: 
Church did truly before th: it Time, generall 
{parte from the Romifh, 
ame Principles with theſe others in Irahy 
Telf, France, Germany, 16d Flanders, who dit 
fered from that Church, not in ſmalle 
Natters, but in the Doctrine concerning th 
Sacrament. "tbe LORD. S 
oints of Faith; and erect 
Churches ſeparate from them, which Sir Jame 
oves from the Authorities he adduces ; thi 


* the Writer ridicules and conelud 


mot ridiculous and abſurd. 


er, and otheii 
to themſelve 


his Paragraph ; Bur this Fiction is  Therefor 


and were of thi” 


Concluſion 7 
| Beclefiaſtical ee 
He Sum then of the EcclefiaſticatPart of Sir 
1 James his Collection, and his Deſign in pub- 
ning of them, is to AE the Antiquity s & Purity 
the Britiſb. Scottiſo Church, according to the 
le of the Scriptures, and its Independency 
the Romi Church, and that the Govern- 
nt thereof upon its firſt Converſion to the 
Wriftian Faith, was by Preſbyters, without any 
periority of the Order of Biſhops, and that 
e ſame. Doctrine and Government was re- 
med by the Scots at the bleſſed Reformation 
that Church from Popery, as appears from 
e 6th. and 7th; Ads Parliament fſt, King 
mes 6th, 155 Ratified by him in ſucceeding 
rliaments in tg Years 1579, and 1581, 


WR — ound 


AL relates 10 the 
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wh converted 455 9205 450 18 ect in Farb 
their Laws and Decrees, did unwartaticably. 
parate from them at the Reformation ; But 

s Deſign was no wile to reflect upon the * 
formation of the. Church of England, or of 
Per Churches, büt rather to endeavour. an | 
Tul nion, Concord, and, goofl Underſtanding on 
1 riptural Grounds, — 1952 the Scottiſh and all 
e other reformed* Churches, for their com- 


| n Defence againſt the Devices n | 


by them long after the Reformation, with 


| Minifters, and Commiſſioners of the Cburcl 
witbis the Realm of Scotland, to their Brerbren 


of the Church of Rome, to divide and ſubven 

them, and ſo to reunite them to that Anti 
chriſtian and Idolatrous Church; And: having 
ſtated and anſwered the Objections made by a i 
Anonymous Writer, who exalts the Notions of 
certain Party of the reformed Church, taken yy 


View to favour and come nearer the Doctrine 
and Uſage of the Church of Rome, to thi 
reat Prejudice of the reſt of the Proteſtant 
Turche who agree with them iti the ſame 
Fiith. . . 
It may not be impropet in the laft Place te 
adduce ſome Proofs, to ſhew that the Scot 
and Engliſþ Churches, did mutually own them 
ſelves to agree in the Faith, and that each o 
them was à lawfully conſtitute Church o 
CHRIST, altho' they differed in their Form e 
Government, and in ſome Rites and Ceremo 
nies, and that they lived in Charity and good 
Correſpondence with one another, And thi 
being a Treatiſe to vindicate the, Lawfulneſs of 
the Scottiſb Church, I ſhall begin with a Proof 
taken from Arch-biſhop Spotſwood's (g) HiſtoFſ 
ry, That the Scots Church owned that of 
WY to be a lawful Church, and the Bifhops 
an 


Paſtors thereof to be their Brethren, b 
2 Letter from the General Aſſembly of thaſk 
Church of Scotland to the Biſhops of England] 
Inſcribed as follows, The Superintendents 


fe) Page 358; 2d A 7506 OO KY 
. | : 


FEE 

Whe Biſhops and Paſtors 7 „ who have 
nounced the Romiſh Antichriſt, 2d do profeſs 
ith them the LORD FESUS, &c. This Letter 


in Behalf of our Brethren, who were with 


hat Church, in Matters wherein they conſci- 


hat they heard the Queſtion was agitated 
vith greater Vehemeney by each of them, 
han well liked us ( the Scottiſb Church ) IA. 
eating that Chriſtian C yy might ſo far pre- 
ail with you that are the Paſtors and Guids of 
HRIST*s Flock in that Realm, as yo do not 
o others that which-you would not others did unto 
ve, &c. As is more fully expreſſed in the Lets 
er it ſelf, dated at Edinburgh the 27th of De- 
r 85 
Another Proof of the ſame Author, (5 
ontaining the Inſtructions that Elizaberb 
_Mueen of England gave to Sit Thomas Randolph 


Peotland, (the Meeting of the Eſtates being 
then to aſſemble) complaining of the Earl 
of Lennox, then Chief in the Miniſtery, 
That amongſt other Offences done by him, 


" he had ſtirred up the King againſt the Mini- 
4 ſters of GO D's Word, making no other 
ll | Account of them than as feditious Rulers and 


turbulent Perſons : By which it is plain the 
Queen and Government of England eſteemed 
he Church of Scotland to be a lawful Church; 
«and looked upon the Miniſters thereof as law- 


I (h) Page 312. 44 U RG 
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00 great Severity preſſed to Conformity with 


ntiouſly ſcrupled, and blames both Parties, 


der Ambaſſador, to King James the Sixth of 


WY] 


NS 


f 1h 71 
va) out n 1 42 4 1 . 2 f 
Ful Miniſters of 'GOD's Word, and did nc 
barely call chem Preachers and Teachers, 
they are lately deſign elt. 
A third Proof is talcen from the Life: of Ardi 
biſhop Grindal, (i) lately publiſhed, givin 4 
an Account, That à Licence to adminiſtÞ* 
* holy Things throughout the Province of Ca: . | 
* rerburry, was granted by Dr. Aubry, who of. 
that Time executed the Office of 2 fear · Gen 5 
( Archbiſhop Grindal being then unde, 
Suſpenſton ) to one John Moriſon a Scot ſmi | 
* who had received his Orders in Scotland, ac 
* cording to the Way of ordaining Miniſte 
in the reformed Church there. Which Li 
cence)bein 0g originally in Latine, is in that Paz 
tranſcribed into Engliſh, as it is afterward 
Verbatim ſet down, and is in Subſtance, Tha 
John Moriſon in the Town of Gar vet (*) i 
Lothian, about five Years paſt, was admittet 
and ordained to facred Orders in the hol 
« Miniſtry, by the Impoſition of Hands, ac 
* cording to the laudable Form and Rite of the 
© reformed Church of Scotland: And ſince tha 
Congregarion! is conformable: to:the,orthodo 
Faith, and ſincere Religion now profeſt i 
- this Realm of England, therefore ithey ap 
prove and ratiſie the Form of his Ordination 
and grant him à Licence, with the Conſent}' 
and Command of Edwuad the Archbiſhop 0 a 
+ Canterbary,” to celebrate divine Offices, ant 
to adminiſter the Sacraments, &c.- through · 
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(i) Page 271. Ad An. 1582. (k) In the Conſtabularie of 
gtoun, and Shire of * 


out. 


F 
Jout the whole Province of Carterbarry, dated 
d a wil 6; A, D. 1582 And an exact Copy 


* 


che Latixe is in the Appendix to that Boch, 


” „ 17«' P.1o1. where no Neceflity is found 

Re · ordination by a Biſhop, before Mr. Mo- 
zi could exerce his Function as a Miniſter of 
gr Goſpel in the Church of England: But the 
rm of his Ordination to be a Miniſter, is 
io N approven, and that by Virtue thereof, he 


Bice, throughout the whole Province of Car- 
bary. 55 
That both Nations did entertain a good 
fteorreſpondence and Agreement betwixt the 
I lurches, is further evident from the Articles 
palbncluded between the two Potent Princes, 
ing James the Sixth of Scotland, and Queen 
Thad beth of England, by their Commiſſioners 
Yi pointed for that End, at Berwick the fifth of 


ly 1586, for the Security of themſelves and. 


bjects, and for the mutual Defence of the 
„ae, Chriſtian, Evangelich and Ancient Relige- 
th then profeſſed, againſt the Attempts of the 
hits, to root it out, not only out of their 
dolben, but all other Kingdoms; Which in the 
. Þſt Article of that Treaty, is declared to be 
ie True, Pure, and Evangelict Religion pro- 
ſed at that Time. The Benefit of this Ac- 
unt; the Publick hath from the Labours of the 
oarned and Induſtrious Thomas Rymer, Her 
Ad te Majeſty's Hiſtoriographer, now deceas'd, in 
XV. of his Fe dera, & c. Pag. 803. & Seq. 
Sue which Freaty, in what concerns Religion, 
. Abſtract ſhall be given in the Appendix. 
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>, ſight proceed in the Exerciſe of his ſacred 
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Archbiſhop Spot wood, at his Conſecratio 
| ſhops. of Brechen and Galloway, performed b 


eee 
The laſt Proof ſhall be taken from (4 
as Archbiſhop of Glaſgow, and of the Bi 


Commiſſion from the King to the Biſhops 0 
London, Ely, and Bath, 21. October A. D. 1610 
in the Chappel of London Houſe :“ In the mea 
* Time, a Queſtion was moved by Dr. Andren 
© Biſhop of Ely, touching the Conſecration o 
the Scottiſh Biſhops, who, as he ſaid, mult fir 
© be ordained Presbyters,as having received nc 
Ordination from a Biſhop: The Archbiſhop o 
Canterburry Dr. Bancroft, who was by, man 
tained, ? That thereof there was no Neceſſi 
* ty, ſeing, where Biſhops could not be had 
the Ordination given by the Presbytets, mu 
© be eſteemed lawful; Otherwiſe, That i 
might be doubted if there was any lawfu 
© Vacation in moſt of the reformed Churches 


- © This applauded by the other Biſhops, E/ 


* acquieſced, and the Scortiſh Biſhops wer 
* conſecrated. This contains a full Declaratior 
of the Archbiſhop of Canterburry ( upon othe 
Occaſions a ſtrenuous Aſſerter of Epiſcopacy 
and the three other before-nam'd Eng liſp Biſhop 
agreeing with a Scortiſh Archbiſhop, and tw: 
other Biſhops, ? That the Ordination they ha- 
© received as Presbyters by the Hand of Scottiſ 
© Presbyters without a Biſhop, was law ful; An 
conſequently in the Opinion of the Biſhops c 
England as well as Scat land, that a Presbyteri 
an Ordination of a Miniſter in Scotland, wa 
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eſteemed lawful at that Time, being long after 
the Reformation of both Churches. It may ba 
further obſerved from the ſame Page, That the 
King having called for theſe three Biſhops to 
the Court, at their Audience he declared for 
what End he had called them, That he had 
f recovered the Biſhopricks to the Church, and 
© had named Church-men to the Biſhopricks, 
o and beſtowed the ſame upon them: But ſince 
airlY he could not make them Biſhops, nor could 
| nd they aſſume the Honour to themſelves, nor 
po were there a ſufficient Number in Scotland to 
jan conſecrate them, e&c. Therefore they were 
eſſiſ called to England, that being conſecrated them- 
nad ſelves, they might at their Return give Ordi- 
nulf nation to thoſe at Home. 5 
it i What is ſaid before, as it doth fully inſtru& 
wiuf that in theſe Times the Presbyterial Ordination 
hes was reckoned Lawful by our Brethren of the 
EA Church of England, fo here is a full Acknow- 
wer ledgement of the King before fome Biſhops: of 
1110 Scotland, as well as of England, That tho? before 
the Year 1610, there were Miniſters in Scotland 
who bore the Title of Biſhops, and were entred 
to the Rents of the Biſhopricks ; yet they were 
not truly Biſhops, conſecrated or ordained by 
other Biſhops ; but they were only Presbyters, 
admitted and ordained by other. Presby ters: 
Which may ſerve for a Verification of what is 
aſſerted in the Claim of Right ar the Revoluti- 
on, That the Church of Scotland was reform'd 
from Popery by Presbyters, and that the Su- 
A periority of an Office in the Church above 
i Presbyters, ought to be aboliſhed : So _ 
2 | | | the 


| Year 1690, and further confirmed by: the Treaty 


ought not to be treated in the Way and Man- 


— — — — — — 
. 
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to extol the great Merit and Zeal of the Church 


Church; and particularly that learned and 
 wealaus- Prelate Gilbert Biſhop of Stam, has y. 


44100 
the Presbyterian C 1 being Re- 
effabliſhed by the Act of Parliament in the 


of Union, as the Church Governmem in that 
wrt of the Kingdom, the Miniſters thereof 


ner the Biographer has done, eſpecially if he be 
2 Scotſman refiding there, but he ought to have 

the Reaſon: of his Diffenting from that 
:ommunion, in Terms more modeſt and civil, x 
as hath been done, and is practiſed by the C 
moderate Divines of both Churches: And Sir 7 
James had juſt Reaſon in his COLLECTIONS 


of England in the Beginning of the Reſormation, 
which appears by their Actions, Writings and 
Sufferings, in the Accounts formerly and lately 
given thereof, and how much many of them 
did regrete in their Letters to foreign Divines, 
the Differences ariſing in that Church in leſſer uh 
Matters, and the Severity uſed to force the con- Nr 
ſcientiouſly Scrupulous to a ſtrict Conformity: 
The ſame Spirit has appeared of late in many 
of the Bishops and Divines of that Church, and 
ially in their excellent Writings in Defence 
of the true Chriſtian Apoſtolick Religion, as 
reformet from the Errors of the idolatrous 
Church of Rome, and in their Debates with the 
Romani ſts, and ſerious and learned Diſcourſes ri 
to their Flocks, which intitle them to be efteem- 

ed the true Minifters of the relormed Britiſb |; 
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his accurate, ſeaſonable and uſeſul Hiſtory « 
the Reformation, whereof we expect ſhortly 
to ſee a third Volume; And by many other 
learned, claboratę and . ſucceſsful Treatiſes 
publiſhed by him, for confirming the Church 
In the Reformed Religion againſt Popery, and 
againſt all Attempts to e e 
- theſe Kingdoms. Let us therefore, who. are 
» the Reformed, learn that Policy from the 
Church of Rome, (ho do not want conſiderable 
r Dferences and Animoſities amongſt themſelves, 
S perhaps as great a3 amongſt us) to manz 
h them with Chriſtian Prudence and Diſcretion: 
ly 
d 
y 


So that the publick Peace, and a good :Under- 
ſtanding may be maintained amongſt us in 


of the Reformation, in other lefſer Matters, 
herein we differ; which ought to be the 
arneſt and ſerious Endeavour, and humble 
und hearty Prayer to Almighty GOP, of every 
rue and zealous Proteſt aur. 
It is not my Intention here, to enter into the 
Detail of theſe Reflections, Which our Biogra- 
her with great Rudeneſs and Scurrility, makes 
pon the Writings of ſeveral worthy, and reve- 
end Divines now deceas d. The Presbyteriag 
Principles which they maintained, have, of 
te, been ſufficiently vindicated, by the judi- 


luder ſon, and no doubt will be further cleared 
* y. others, if requiſite: So what has been ſaid 


bis r of what Sir James has laid down in his 
8 mii“. 


theſe. Fundamentals in which we all agree, and 
mutual: Charity, as praftiſed in the Beginning 


ous and learned Mrs. Jamieſon, Lamder, and 


dove, may ſerve as a ſufficient Vindicati- . 
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 - COLLECTIONS relating to the Eccleſiaſtical 
Part, in Anſwer to our Biographers | 


. 


It is proper in the next Place, to add 'ſome- 
thing in Defence of what Sir James has advan- 
ced in the Preface to his COLLECTIONS, con- 
cerning Elizabeth Mure's Marriage, and the 
Legitimacy of Robert the Third, for which 
Sir James has been very rudely and ſurpriſing- 
Cho! he by the Writer of Mr. Sage's Life, 

t 


ho? he agrees, upon the Main, both with 
; r. Sage and that Writer) meerly to ſhew, 
that Mr. Sage was an abler Critict, and better 
verſed in that Art than Sir James. 
It is owned by the Author of Mr. Sage's Life Ino 
P. 3 3. That the Introduction to Hamthornden Cc 
HFiſtory was performed by him, which the Wri 
ter ſays i « Piece of excellent Crititiſm, bring in 
Fogether the ſcattered Arguments for the Legitima 
& of Robert the Third, and modeftly, but juſt! 
eenſuring the Miſtakes of no mean Authors, ani 
rendering the whole Matter more clear and diftini 
than ever had been done before, to the great SatiſFYGrc 
Faction of all honeſt and loyal Men. Mr. Sagꝗſor 
Cites Sir James as one of thoſe Authors, buſfect 
whether he or Mr. Sage has been miſtaken ig / 
the Gloſſes put upon the Paſſages of John Major / 
Hiſtory, will appear afterwards. Mr. Sage th 
Words, Page 3oth, in the Introduction, arc he 
A certain Author has lately attempted to give Ib 
ſurpri ſing Tarn toMajor's Words, Mortua eninff th 
Eli abetha Regina,hanc Eafeniam in ConjugenFf th 
- accepit, & Matrimonii Gratia Proles Legitim? 
— ' ; | - | | , fk 
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cal tz ſunt. But before 175 any further, that the 
Reader may fully underſtand this Matter, it 
will be neceſſary to give an Account how our 
Hiſtorians were miſtaken about Robert the Se- 
ne- cond his Marriages ; They make Robert the 
an · Second of that Name and Firſt of the Steuarts, 
Ins ito have been crowned in the Year 127 r, and 
the ¶ EA phame Roſs Daughter to the Earl of Roſs, to 
ich bave been his firſt Wife, and to have born to. 
g- him David Earl of Strathern, Walter Earl of 
ite, At hol, and a Daughter of her's, who was given 
ithflin Marriage to James afterward Earl of Doa- 
W., gs, the ſame Perſon that was killed at Orter- 
tterrn; and they make her to have dyed in the 
third Year of his Reign, whereas ſhe dyed 
ife not till the Year 1387, according to Fordon's- 
en Continuator. After her Death they make 
/ ri-fthe King to have married his old Concu— 
in bine Elizabeth Mare, as ſhe is called, who in 
mafornication had born to him three Sons, John, 
Robert and Alexander, and two Daughters, 
andand to have got a Diſpenſation for that Effect, 
niSthereby ro Legitimate her Children. The 
ati Ground of, this Miſtake Sir James accounts 
ageFlor in his Preface (/ ), by a probable Con- 
bujeQture, viz. That near this Time John Gif- 
i fard of Teſter was married to Eaphame Moram, 
or ( not Mare or More) Daughter and Heir of 
ge the Family of Morham in Eaſt-Lothian, which 
are he illuſtrates by a Charter of Confirmation 
ve by Hugo Giffard Dominus de Teſter, Son to 
nin that Eaphame Mor ham, dated 1345, being in 
gen the Time of Elizabech Mure; And that the 
my (1) Pages 38 and 39. "TO 1 
: H 


.% 
© Con- 


* bl 
* 
- 


© Continuator of PER living in the Reign of f 
King James the Second, hath taken the Sir- 
name of Mure for Morham, and changed the 
* chriſtned Name N ( the Name of King 
Robert's ſecond Wife) to Elizabeth the Name 
© of his firſt Wife, and ſo made up the fabulou 
© Story of Elizabeth Mure's being married to 

© Giffard of Tefter, and after his Death, and the 
© Death of Queen Eafemia, King Robert's Mar 
* riage with Elizabeth, of which Story, he ſay 
no Part is true, it being agreed that Queen 
© Euphame dyed not in the Year 1372, but that]: 
* ſhe lived till the Year 1387. And adds, 
? That the (n) Continuator living in the 
Reign of King James the Second, as is ſaid 
* above, has. probably been a Favourer of 
* Walter Earl of Athol, and willing to excuſe, 
upon that Title, the Murther of King James 
* the Firſt by that Earl, and that he having 
© written in a Time when all the Perſons con- 
© cerned in this Story were for ſome Time dead, 
© has been blindly followed in his Miſtake, as 
© well, by John Major, as Hector Boece, Bucha 
nan, and the reſt of the Scottiſp Writers. | 

Dr. Ines the Publiſher of King Robert the 
Second's Charter, when Stewart of Scotland ſoy 
which is dated the. 12th of Jangary 1364 lp. 
(and now in the Scors Callege at Paris) and pit 
which beareth that there had been a Diſpen- T 
ſation for his marrying Elizabeth, not with -c 
ſtanding of the Impediment of Conſanguinity 


and Affinity: And Mr. Sage ( in his Intro |. 
(n) Lib. 14. Cap. uli. Rex Robertus de Domina Eſizabetn Lib. 

genuit nes Filios Joannem, &c. Debinc Deſponſavit Domi nan 

Eufentiam, &c. 

- duQionf 
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Iduction to Hawthornden's Works) copying 
after him, have endeavoured to vindicate John 


differed from our other Hiſtorians, they () 


chiefly to the diſloyal Principles of George Bu- 
chanan, as if he had had an Intention thereby 
Ito fix a Taſh of Baſtardy upon the Royal Race, 
and to favour his own Antimonarchical 
Schemes, and for that End John Major's Words 
(o) are cited, which are as follows, Mortua 
enim Eliſabeth Regina, hanc Eufemiam in Con- 
ugem accepit, & Matrimonii gratia proles Le- 
gitimatæ ſunt; From which Dr. Innes and Mr, 
Szze obſerve, That Major efteemed Elizabeth 
Mure to be dead before the Marriage of Robert 


Msteuart with Euphame Roſs, and that at leaſt the 


iſe, irſ# Children of that Marriage were begotten is 


Laaltery, while Elizabeth Mure the firſf Wife 
of Robert was alive, contrair to the Opinion 
of our more ancient Writers. Sir James ( 
doth endeavour to agree Major With our other 
Hiſtorians, and to ſalve this Difficulty by a 
very probable Conjecture, viz., That there ap- 
ears to be an Error in the Printing, in tranſpoſiug 
the word Eliſabeth for Eutemia, a that if the 
Clauſe were read thas, | Mortua enim Eaufems: 
Regina, hanc Eliſabetham in Conjugem acce- 
pit, &c. ] Major will be eaſily reconciled to him- 
ſelf, and the reſt of our Hiſtorians, For further 
confirming of this Tranſpoſition of Major's 
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C ") Introduction to Hawthornden s Works, Pige 28. (o) 
ib, G, Cap. 6. Fol, zl. (7) Preface, Page XL. 
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IA. jor from this Fable, and to ſhew that he 


Sl impate it to the Simplicity of Hector Boece, but 


1 Words, 


—U — — 


Words, healledges, thar if the litera 
of theſe Words muſt be urged, theſe Abſurd! 
ties will follow: (4) Firſt, That Elizabet 

Mure being by Major*s ſaid Words deſign d Queen 
behoved to live till the Tear 1371, when Robert 
her Hlusband becime Ring; This overthrows thi 
Faith of the foreſaid authentic Charter, which, 
bears that Elizabeth was dead in the 1364 
Secondly, Ie makes the two Sons of Euphame Ro 


third Tear of King Robert, are declared lamfu 
Children and Succeſſors to the Crown. Third! 


ſpeaking of Euphame Roſs (r), makes her tob 


 \ Authors what they pleaſe, turning them to thei 


 Fliabus Adæ Mute Militi ſihi Copulavit, quam paſten per Diſpe 
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to be Baſtards, who by the Act of Succeſſion in th 


Major this Way muſt contradict himſelf, wh 


crowned Queen in the ſecond Tear of King Robert 
but when. he ſpeaks of Elizabeth Mure (1), 4 
treats her after another Manner, neither like 
Queen, nor ſo much gs the King's Wife : Th 
Words cited do plainly ſhew, That he did not recko 
her Queen, and the firſt lawful Wife of in 
Nobert. „ ad era 
- Mr. Saze doth very much diſlike this Tran 
ofition of Majors Words made by Sir Jame 
A ſurpriſing Turn (t) ( ſays he) to make 


own Schemes and Humors; but that Major 2 
Words gave that Aathor no Encouragement jo A 
fo bold a Turn; and alledges that Major does mf fi 


85 


clearly import, That Robert had Elizabeth fc 
8 — — 3 —— a LS 3 

(7) Page 4. (r) Lib. 6. Cap. r. Fol. 14. Anno ſecun 
Regn: $06... filia Comitis Roſſen ſis Coronata gft Keg 
Kc. (/) Lib. 4 Cap. 17. Fol. 76. Ife ex de facto unan 


' 


If ud 


aiiouem uxorem duxit ex qua Robertum Tertium genuit, & 
A 7 ) rroduct. Page 30̃nr | 1 
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nels fr ff Wife, having firſt named hey and her Son, 
.ind then mentioning Eufemia: And the words 
Enim, and Hanc, overturns Sir James his Mo- 
theſis : In that Caſe Major mould have ſaid Nam 
eri Elizabetham; Nor muſt that Interpretation of 
the Sir James's be admitted to agree Major with 
ie himſelf and others. Tt muſt indeed be owned, 
that the word [lam might have been more 
properly uſed by Major to relate to Elizabeth 
who was firſt ſpoke of, than the word Hane; 
But when it is conſidered that Major lived a 
conſiderable Time after Fordon his Continuator, 
( who wrote about the 1444, when King James 
the Second was fourteen Years old, probably 
before the Birth of Major or Boethius) whom 
he uſes to follow very much, and that their 
Words, when compared together, are very 
much a Kin, this Tranſpoſition will not be 
reckoned ſo incongruous as Mr. Sage imagines : 
The Continuator's Words are (), Mortua Regina 
Eufemia deſpoyſavit premiſſam Domi nam Eliſa- 
beth, & ſic virtute ſupervenientis Matrimonii 
ſecundaram Nuptiarum Legitimati ſunt pres 
dicti tres, &c. Major's Words are thus tranſ- 
poſed by Sir James, Mortua enim Eufemia Re- 
gina, hanc Eliſabetham in Conjugem accepit, & 
Matrimonii gratia Proles Legitimate ſunt. Be- 
ſides, it were very hard to ſet up Major as a 
compleat Standard for our Hiſtory, preferable 
to Fordon's Continuator, and our other Hiſto- 

rians, ſeing he is ſometimes wrong even in 
Facts, which is a far greater Eſcape than an 
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L. 54 ] 
Impropriety of Speech; For he places (x) King. . 
Roberts younger Son Walter, before the elde; 
David Earl of Strathern. AW 

Mr. Sage is very much ſtraitned to ſalve the: 
Abſurdities, which Sir James alledges will na 
turally follow from the literal Meaning of Ma 
jor's forecited Words: And as to the firſt, viz 
That Elizabeth Mure being thereby deſigned 
Queen, behoved to live till the Year 1371 
when Robert her Husband became King, whic| 
overthrows the Faith of King Robert's authen- 
tick Charter, and makes her to be alive fix or 
ſeven Yearsafter her Death. Mr. Sage pretend 
to ſalve this eaſily, his Words are ()), A ver) 
pardonable Impropriety not quite deſtitute of all 
Foundation, What if he called her Queen, as having 
been indeed the Wife of one who was a Ring, and 
the Mother of another Ring? A very fine Turn 
indeed, as if it were not improper, and altoge- 
ther deſtitute of all Foundation, to call El:{«- 
beth Mure Wife of Robert Stewart of Scotland, 
or Earl of Strathern, Queen, tho ſhe dyed fix 
or ſeven Years before he came to be King. 
Here it may be juſtly retorted upon him in his 
own Words, That he makes of Authors what he 
pleaſes, turning them to his own Schemes and Hu- 
mors. It would appear from Major's Hiſtory, 
that he did not look upon het as Queen, or as 
King Robert's Wife, other ways than by Diſ- 
penſation, for legitimating the Children, and 
22 » — — — — 
(4) Anno Secundo Regni Roberti Regis, filia Comitis Roſſenſis 

Coronata eft Regina: Ex ua duos filios Rex genuit, Atholiæ Co- 

rem Guatterum, ui paftea de Jaepbi primi proditione convidtus 
ef, & Davidem Statexuern Comitem, &c. ( Page 31. 
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ic is obſervable, that he ſpeaks of ry xy 
quite in another Manner: Fer, where does he 
mention Eliſabeth to have been Queen before 
Euphame's Death, or that Eaphames Children 
were begotten on her before the Stewart took 
her to be his Wife, and that by Reaſon of the 
Marriage, the Children were legitimate, as he 
clearly aſſerted in the Caſe*of Eliſabeth Mare? | 
Ae never called Elizabeth Wife to the Stewart, 
except L. 4. Cap. 17. and mentions the Diſ- 
penſation for that very End, viz. to legitimate 
the Children, and that with her he begat Ro- 
bert the Third, and no more mention is made of 
the reſt of her Children. L. 6. Cap. 1. He goes on 
„Jrith the Coronation of Queen Eaphame the 2d. 
S Year of the King's Reign, and gives an Account 
that with her he had begot two Sons : And 
Lib. 6. Cap. 6. Fol. 121. he relates the Death 
of King Robert the Second, and then addeth, 
(Ex Elifaberh (V. B. he does not call her 
Queen) Filia Domini Adæ Mure tres Filios, Ro- 
bertus Rex genuit: Scilicet ſoannem qui poſtes 
uit Rex: Et Robertum Albaniæ Dacem, & 
12 iſtam Alexandrum Buchaniæ Comitem : Which 
Ppaſſages muſt be conſtructed to relate to what 
he had formerly mentioned Lib. 4. of the car- 
nal Dealing with her; and when he gives an 
Account of King Robert's Death in the Year 
10390, at which Time he was ſucceeded by 
Elisabeths Son, he diſcreetly forbears repeating 
his unlawful Conjunction with her, which he 
- ad ſo fully expreſſed before. Mr. Sage goes 
ER further, and pretends to take off this Ab- 
+ ſurdity of Maj or's, without having 3 
| 1 Ihe 15 


his pardonable Impropriety : ö 
(z) Why might not Elizabeth been actual. 


His Words ate, 


Queen, tho Euphame was crowned Queen in the 
ſecond Tear of Ring Robert's Reign? Is there 
any Impoſſibility in a Prince his having two Wives 
facceſſively in two Tears Time? Here it ſeems 
Mr. Sage had forgot, that by the forecited 
Charter of King. Robert, he was dead in the 
Year 1364, and fo could not poſſibly, be living 
after Robert came to be King, which was not 
till the 1371, and perhaps it might have ſlipp'd 
Mr. Saze's Memory, what he intended princi- 
pally to prove, which was, That Major was not 
miſtaken in this Particular aswell as the reſt of 
our Hiſtorians. The Proofs abovecited to con- 
firm that Major was of Opinion, That El/:z4- 
beth Mare was not Queen, being coincident 
With the third Head to be inſiſted on, vis. 
That ſhe was not King Robert's firſt lawful 
Wife in his Opinion, neither, will ſerve partly 
for both, and ſo I ſhall ſave tlie Reader the 
Repetition thereof upon that Head. | 
As to the ſecond Abſurdity which Sir James 
alledges will follow from Major's forecited 
Words, as explained by Mr. Sage, viz. That 
thereby the two Sons of Euphame Roſs are made 
to be Baſtards, who by the Act of Succeſſion in 


the third Year of King Robert, are declared law- ||: 


ful Children and Succeſſors to the Crown. 
Mr. Sage foreſeing it was not eaſie to mend the 
the Matter, wiſely evades the Force of this 

Proof: he does not pretend to deny that there 
is ſuch an Act of Succeſſion, but acknowledges 


(32) Page 31. 


from 


wo ww wo. 
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from the Authority of Sir George Mkenzie 4), 
That there ate in the Archives in the Caſtle 
' of Edinburgh extant two Acts of to diſtinc 
Parliaments, ſubſeribed by the Hands, and 
confirmed with the Seals of the Prelates, 
Noblemen, Barons, and the other Eſtates of 
Parliament, whereby Elizabeth Mure is own< 
ed to be Robert the Second's firſt Wife; and 
' Eaphame Roſs only the ſecond, and Elizabeth's 
Sons are declared ſucceſſively to be rightful 
Heirs of the Crown, and after them and their 
' Heirs, the Sons of Eaphame Roſs. Page 32. He 
tells, That Major gives an Account how Hi. 
iam Earl of Douglas quitted his Pretenſions to 
the Succeſſion of the Crown, upon the Death 
of King David Brace, on Condition, that his 
Son James Doaglas ſhould have Robert's Daugh- 
'ter, upon which Paſſage, Major hath theſe 
Words, Propterea Juri Pretenſo, quod de facto 
nullum erat, abrenunciavit: Sed Jacobo Dou- 
' olafſio Filio & Heredi, Filia Regis, ex legitimg 
* Matrimonio procreat a, data eft. He acknow- 
edges the Lady given in Marriage to James 
Doug las, to have been Euphame Roſs's Daugh- 
ter; but adds, Who car ſqueeſe ſrom theſe 
Words that ſhe was not the King's only law 
ful Daughter before her Mother's Death? 
Here is Squeeſing with a Witneſs; and brings 
ing in Things Hand over Head, to evade the 
Force of Sir James's Argument, Where is there 
a Word in the forecited Paſſage of Major, of 
an only lawful Daughter ? What can the na- 
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end ene 

tural Import of theſe Words, Ex legitimo Ma. 
trimonio pygereata, be? Is it not that he reckon. 
ed Euphams Roſs her Marriage to be lawful 
from the Beginning, and that there were Chil- 
dren of another Marriage, viz. Elizabeth Mure, 
which he did not reckon ſo, but became law- 
ful only by a Diſpenſation for Marriage after the 


Birth of the Children? Why is it ſaid Daugh- I 
ter of the lawful Marriage (not the only law-j 


ful Daughter, as he would turn it) if Major 
had thought at that Time the Marriage with 
Elizabeth Mare to have been lawful? Were 
there not Daughters of El:zaberh Mare, who 
were married, whereof one to John Dunbar 


Earl of Murray, and another to John Hon Pre- 


deceſſor to the Earl of Strathmore, and others off; 


her Daughters to other Families? If he had not 
been in the ſame Miſtake with the other Hiſto- 
rians, he would not have excluded them from 
being of a lawtul Marriage: But after all, Mr. 
Sage has been pretty much in the Right, for 
it is certainly the eaſieſt Way to make an An- 
{wer to a very puzling Argument, by divert- 
ing the Queſtion, and ſaying ſomething that is 


not at all to the Purpoſe. 


He goes on afterwards and adds, Ie is wery 
well knows that Robert the Second beſides his two 
Wives had divers Concubines, who ( it is not to 
be. doubted ) had born Daughters as well as Sons 
to him. Sure he does not interpret theſe Words 
Legitimo Matrimonio which by Major are 


applyed to Euphame Roſs. in the ſingular Num- I 
ber) in Contradiſtinction to El:zabeth Mure's 


Marriage, thereby to put her on a Level with 
King 
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King Robert's Concubines, nor can he apply 
the word Marriage to the Concubines in any 
Senſe, either as a lawful or unlawful Marriage, 
and thereby infer that the Children procreate 
betwixt them and King Robert were ex illegiti- 
mo Matrimonio: This goes ſo much croſs the 
Grain of Mr. Sage's Arguments in other Places, 
that he is by no Means to be ſuſpected to have 
intended any ſuch Inference: But it is not to be 
imagined how far a Man ſometimes may miſtake 
himſelf in training hard for an Argument. 

As to the laſt Abſurdity which Sir James 
makes to follow from Major's Words, as ex- 
plained by Mr. Sage, viz. That Major this Way 
muſt contradi& himſelf, who ſpeaking of Eu- 
phame Roſs (b), makes her to be crowned Queen 
in the ſecond Year of King Robert; but when 
he ſpeaks of Elizabeth Mare (c) he treats her 
quite after another Manner, neither like a 
Queen, nor ſo much as the King's Wife, which 
plainly ſhews that he did hot reckon her Queen, 
and the firſt lawful Wife of King Robert. It 


vill not be neceſſary further to ſhew the Ab- 


ſurdity of Major's calling Elizabeth Queen, 
ſeing the ſame is ſufficiently done before: As 
for the other Part, That Major did not reckox 
her Robert's firſt lawful Wife, Mr. Sage is of 
Opinion ( 4), * That the forecited Words, 
Iſte Rex de facto unam de Filiabus Adæ Mure 
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(3) Lib. 5. Cap. 4. Fol. rrq. Anno ſecundo Regni Roberti 
Regir fi Comitis Re ſtenſis Coronata oft Regina, &c. (c) Lib. 
4. Cap. 17. Fol. 76. 1ſte Rex de facto unam de filiabus Adæ Mure, 
Militis v1 copulavit. quam paſtea per Diſpenſationem Uæorem duxit 
ex qua Robertum Tertium genuit, (4d) Page 31. : 


Mags EF 
Militis ſibi copulavit, quam poſtea per Diſpen 
* ſationem Uxorem duxit, ex qua Robertun 
F Tertium genuit, &c. inſinuate the quite con, 
*$traryz he takes theſe Words, De facto {bi 
* copulavit, to import, That he did marry her 
* bur that the Marriage was unlawful by the 
Canon Law; and to legitimate it, it behov 
fed him to obtain a Papa! Diſpenſation, anc 
* after he had obtained this, there was a Ca 
f nonical Solemnization or Approbation of the 
Marriage; and thereby [ Eam feb: copulavit 
tam de Jure, quam de Fatto | I mult beg Leave 
to differ from this learned Author, in the Senſe 
and Interpretation of theſe Words, De fad! 
ſibi copulavit, In the firſt Place, It is certai 


that the proper Term for a real lawful Marri$! 


age, uſed both by the Popes Bulls for a Dif: 
ps and in our publick Records in theſe 
Times, is, Matrimonialiter copulari, which is 
much different, and altogether oppoſite to the 
Words, De Facto copulari; for theſe: Words 
can only import an unlawful Copulation : This 
is very well illuſtrate by a Diſpenſation (e 
granted by James Kennedy Biſhop of St. Andrew 
the Pope's Legate, to William Dalrymple and 
Agnes Kennedy to marry, notwithſtanding the 
were within the third and fourth Degree of 
' Affinity, where theſe Words, Ad Invicem ms. 
trimonialiter copulari are uſed: And by an AQ 
ſettling rhe Succeſſion of the Crown in the 
| Year 1315, by King Robert Brace, with Con 
_ {ent of the Eſtates of Parliament, recorded by 
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() Penes Comiten de Stair, dated Feb, 13. 1451, 
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Fordan or his Continuator (7), in favours of 
Edward Brace failing of Heirs male of the King's 


Jthe Heirs male of his Body, to Marjory Brace, 
Jor other the King's Daughters; providing that 
I Marjory or the other Heirs female, marry with 
Conſent of the King, and after his Deceaſe, with 
Conſent of the States of the Kingdom, where 
theſe Words are uſed, Dam tamen de Conſenſu 
Domini Regis, vel ipſo deſiciente, quod abſit, de 
vil Conſenſu majoris Parts Communitatis Reg ni, 
dict Marjoria Matrimonialiter fuerit copulata. 
I Secondly, Can it juſtly be ſuppoſed, that in theſe 
Times any Prieſt would have adventured to 
marry them without a Diſpenſation firſt ob- 
i tained from the Pope, ſeing they were within 
the forbidden Degrees by the Canon Law? 
Thirdly, Tf Major in his Hiſtory had meant 
ig that Robert Stewart did in a regular Manner 
the) marry Elizabeth Mare ( before he got theſe 
rdg Children by her ) according to the Formalities 
hig of the Church, but wanted only a Papal Di/- 
penſation, he would have expreſſed it otherwiſe 
than in theſe Words, De Facto copulavit, which 
fignifies only an illggitimate Coition, and 4e 
Facto begetting of Children, and not lawfully 
de Jure; Has Mr. Sage or theſe whoſe Criti- 
Jeiſm he ſupports, any infallible Tradition of 
this? Is it not then much more probable, that 
Major in his Hiſtory, which is very ſhort, and 
much taken out of Fordoz and his Continuator, 
was of the ſame Mind with them ? And that 
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Body, and failing of him the ſaid Edward and 
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John Leſlie Biſhop of Roſs, Hamt hornden, and 
other loyal Writers (as he calls them) as well as 
Hector Boece and Buchanan, followed the Con 
tinuator blindly in this Miſtake, That Eliza 
beth Mare was not Robert Steuart's firſt law fulfſ"35 
Wife, but the Children only legitimate by the M 
Marriage with her afterQueen Eaphame's Death 
So that it is plain that Mr. Sage's Gloſs upon 
Major's forecited Words, is altogether ground- | 
leſs, and without Foundation. Nay 

He goes on in the ſame Page, But then even 
admitting that there was indeed no Marriage be- 
tween them till after the Diſpenſation was obtained, 
How does it follow that Major did not reckon Eli 
zabeth Robert's firſt lawful Wife? What ? could 
ſhe never be reckoned a lawful Wife, or a fir 
lawful Wife, betauſe before ſhe was a Wife, fs 
was 4 Concubine? Why then was a Diſpenſation 
Jaed for, or ſought after? Sir James does not 
deny, but even according to the Opinion of BY 
Major, (as explained by im and the other 
Hiſtorians, That Elizabeth Mare was Robert 
Stewart of Scotland or Earl of Strathern (after. 
wards King) his lawful Wife : Their Miſtake 
was, as has been ſufficiently cleared above, 
That at firſt, Elizaberh Mare was not the King's 
lawful Wife, he having had Copulation with 
her before Q. Exphame's Death, but that there- 
after he married her by a Diſpenſation, and 
thereby the Children begotten before were legi- 
timat : Is it not plain then, That in their Senſe 
there behoved to be a Diſpenſation, and that the 
Marriage could not be reckoned lawful till 


that was obtained, and that it was n 100 
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Will after Queen Euphame's Death? 80 that 
xccording to the Canon Law, ſhe could only 
be called his ſecond Wife, as the Continuator 
has expreſſed it (g). Where are all Mr. Sage's 
Mountains of Difhculties now ? They inſtantly 
vaniſh upon a nearer Approach, and when 
ore narrowly examined. 
1 It is ſtrange after all, that Sir James ſhould 

have been ſo rudely treated by Mr. Sage in his 
„Introduction to Hamt horndens Works, when 
„mat Author (+) plainly calls El;zzabeth Mure 
the ſecond Wife, and ſays that her Son had 
i. only a Parliamentary Right to the Crown, and 
chat Sir James was of Mr. Sage's own Opinion, 
Ad had endeavoured to vindicate King Robert 
he che Third his Succeſſion in the Right of Blood, 
„from the Miftakes of our Hiſtorians; What 
ot Needed Mr. Sage brand the learned Buchanan 
of (with Antimonarchieal Principles, and loaded 
er im, with a Defign to varniſh up this Story, 
„ In Order to ſupport his difloyal Schemes, as he 
r. (calls them? Did not Biſhop Leſte, and Ham- 
ce Nor nden his Author fall into the fame Miſtakes 
e. Jwho, in his Senſe, were very loyal Men? But 
the true Matter of Fact is, That all our Hiſto- 
h Prians, till of late, have blindly taken the Story 
.. las Fordon's Continuator gave it them: So there 
4 Jſeems to be no Occafion here, of ſingling out 
j. Iny Perſon more than another, ſeing all their 
ſe NTeſtimonies are alike liable to Exceptions in 
« Ichis Caſe. 20 
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d (8g) Et ſic virtute ſupervenientis Matrimonii ſecundarum Nup- 
1 larum legitimati ſunt Predids tres. () Page 14 and 129. 


Mr. 


| C64, ], 
Mr. Sage coneludes Page 32. That Major be 
bhoved toknow, that Eliſabeth Mure was fir# law 
ful Wife, and thinks it ſtrange that Sir James wil 
not allow it to be ofſible for Major to bave know ef 
and believed, that which Sir James bimſelffl © 
| 1 2s very well to know, and very firmly td , 
believe. Is it a good Argument to conclude 
That becauſe Major might have known and be 
lieved it, therefore he did it? when all he ſaid 
"cok Evidences to the contrary, or that he dic 
know it, becauſe Sir James knows it? Has not 
Mr. Sage and others made Diſcoveries to clea 
Matters of Fact before Major's Time, miſtake 
by him, or where he ſeems to be ignorant 
Mr. Sage goes a little further, and tells, Tha 
be had not ſaid ſo much of Sir James, if in hi 
ook be bad not been injurious to Bede as well 
as Major. The Judicious and Impartial are left 
to judge, whether Mr. Sage or he have been 
- Injurious to, or Miſtaken the Senſe of Bede and 
Major ; But he expreſſes his true Quarrel with 
Sir James in the laſt Words, And to ſome other 
Intereſt perbaps of no meaner Conſequence, It 
may be he has thought that Sir James's Sen 
timents did not agree with his in Church Go- 
vernment, and his Notions of the abſolute he 
reditary and indefeaſible Right of Monarchy, 
tho' Sir James no where has ſhown himſel 
to be a High- flyer or Republican, but aſ- 


ſerted the Monarchy of his Country to have . 
been hereditary and not elective, and that 801 
a King! 


[6] 


King Robert the third ſucceeded in Right of 


Blood, and not by a Parliamentary Right, as Haw- 
tbornden aſſerted of him, and as Major had ſaid of 
the Succeſſion of King Robert Bruce, Lib. 4. 
Cap. 17. when he uſes ſeven Reaſons not 
worthy to be repeated, and no wiſe approven by 
Sir James, why does not Major ſhew the Writs, 
Records, or Charters by which he corrected 


x the Continuator's Miſtake, and did propoſe his 


true Meaning in ſuch plain Terms, as that it 
could not have eaſily been wreſted by Boece or 
Buchanan, or if his Meaning that Eliſaberb 
was the firſt Wife is ſo plain, as is alledged, 
why was it not ſooner vindicated by Leſize, 
Hawthornden, and other loyal Writers, as he 
calls them, no Favourers of Buchanan? But 
the Honour of this late Diſcovery behoved to 
be reſeryed to the Scots College, and the Ap- 
probation of Mr. Sage. IT 

I am perſwaded Sir James will not take in 
ill Part the Treatment he received, ſeing Mr. 
Sage las uſed no better the Right Honourable 
the Earl' of Cromarty, who has adduced very 
convincing Evidences, That Eliſabeth Mure 
was the firſt lawful Wife of the, Steuart, af- 


- 


/ 


terward King. And I can perceive little Ad- 


vantage Mr. Sage has brought to that Matter, 
by gathering together the Arguments of others, 
who have done it fully before, nor did he deſerve 
ſo great an Elogy from the Writer of his Life, 
for his excellent Criticiſm and Cenſures, which 


have not been given, as is alledged, with Mo- 


deſty and Juſtice, and which in ftead of Cor - 
= K recting 
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.re&ing, will er b Miſtakes, and do 
plainly in his Opinion prefer the Rector of the 
Popiſh Scotiſß College his Writings, to what has 
been written by his other learned Country- 
men, who have formerly treated on that Sub- 
ject, and from whom he has taken the moſt 
ſolid Part of his Remarks. e 
It is not fit to make any ſurther Obſervations 
upon Mr. Sage, the Author of the IntrefluQion, 
he being now dead ; As for the Writer of his 
Life, who publiſhed the ſame very lately, at a 
Time when not only too much Liberty was 
taken with the Church of Scotland, but even 
with the Right Reverend and Eminent Prelates, 
and other Divines of the Church of Eugland, 
and ſhrewd Reflections made upon the legal 
Settlement in the Proteſtant Line; It's like if 
that Writer happen to-appear again. in Print, 
he will take Care to write with a little more 
Caution 3nd Diſcretion. 


1 euer 


e * + 


HE Writer of Mr.Sage's Life ſeems to have 
been too muth in Love with the Faſhion 
of the — who are commonly at 
| FPains to muſter up Evidences againſt their Ad- 

verſaries, whom they call Hereticks, That at 
their Death they had renounced the Profeſ- 
S, Ion they had made in their Lives: This Me- 
, Fthod is followed by our Biographer, againſt the 
earned Mr. George Buchanan, and the Re- 
if Frerend and Judicious Mr. Alexander Hender- 
t, Ion; of theſe Atteſtations I ſhall take no 


© Notice; But ſhall add ſome Abſtracts by Way 


fof Appendix, from Authentick Records, for 
further illuſtrating what has been ſaid in ge- 
neral in this Treatiſe. * 


in Abftra& of the Paper, Number 11. Page 19. 

4 the Appendix to Archbiſhep Grindal's Life, 

eing a Letter by that Biſhop to Bullinger 
concerning the Controverſie of the Habits, 


Reverendo in Chriſto D. Henrico Bullingero, 
Tigurine Eccleſiæ Minijtro Fideliſſimo, ac 
Fratri, GC an” 


Lariſſime D. Bullingere, &c.— D. Joan- 


nes Abelus tradidit mihi Literas tuas Oo - 


« 


Ne 
« L 2 minis 


APPENDIX. 


minis Wintonienſi, Nel & mihi com- 
muniter inſcriptas, una cum Scripto. veſtro de 
Re veſtiaria, &c.— Fix credibile eſt, quan- 
tum hac Controverſia de Rebus nihili Ec- 
cleſias noſtras perturbarit, & adhue aliqua 
tex Parte perturbat. Multi ex Miniſtris docti- 
oribus videbantur Miniſterium deſerturi. 
Multi etiam ex Plebe contulerunt Conſilia 
ide Seceſſione a nobis faclenda, & occultis 
*Cceiibus Cogendis. Sed tamen, Domini Be- 
*nignitate, maxima Pars ad ſaniorem Mentem 
© rediit. Ad eam Rem Literæ veſtræ Pietatis 
& Prudentſæ plenæ, plurimum Momenti at- 
© tulcrunt, &. Sunt tamen qui adhue ma- 
nent in priore Sententia, G. Nihil vero 
eſſet facilius quam regiæ Majeſtati eos re- 
* conciliare, {i ip6 ab Inſtituto diſcedere vel - 
© lent. Sed cum hoc non faciunt, nos apud 
© Sereniſimam Reginam iſta Contentione irri- 
tatam, nihil poſſumus. Nos, qui nunc Epiſ- 
*copi ſumus (eos dico, qui in Germania & aliis 
© Lois exulaverunt) in primo noſtro Reditu, 
priuſquam ad Miniſterium acceſſimus, diu 
moltumque contendebamus, ut iſta de quibus 
nunc controvertitur, prorſus amoverentur. 
Sed cum illud a Regina & Statibus in Comitiis 
*Regni impetrare non potuimus, communicatis 
* Confilits, optimum judicavimus non deſerere 
Eccleſias propter Ritus non adeo multos, ne- 


gqque per le non impios, præſertim cum pura 


Evangelii Doctrina nobis integra & libera 
tmaneret, Oc. — In qua, Gc. — cum veſtris 
eine eu Peeleni 


C 65 1 


Eeclefils, veſtraque C 
* plepifiime conſentimus, Cc. — 

In Scotia non ſunt Res tam bene con- 
«ſtitutz, quam eſſet optandum; retinent qui- 
dem adhuc Eccleſiæ puram Evangelii Confeſ- 
ſionem: Sed tamen videtur Scotie Regina 
omnibus Modis laborare, ut eam tandem ex- 


© tirpet. Nuper enim effecit, ut ſex aut der | 
2 


© tem Miſſæ Papiſticæ fingulis Diebus in Aula 
ſua publice fierent, omnibus, qui accedere vo- 
*lant, admiſſis; cum antea unica, eaque pri- 
* vatim habita, nullo Scoto ad eam admiſſo, 
eſſet contenta, Præterea cum primum inĩta 
eſſet Reformatio, cautum fuit, ut ex bonis 


* Monaſteriorum, quæ Fiſco dijudicata ſunt, 


*Stipendia Evangelii Miniſtris perſolverentyr : 
At ipſa jam integro Biennio nihil ſolvit. 
Joannem Knoxum, Regia Urbe Edinburgo, 


_*ubi hactenus primarius fuit Miniſter, non 


rita pridem ejecit, neque exorari poteſt, ut 


f redeundi Facultatem concedat. Publice tamen 


extra Aulam hactenus nihil eſt innovatum: 
*Et Proceres Regni, Nobiles item ac Cives, 
multo maxima ex Parte, Evangelio Nomen 
* dederunt, ac multa magnaque Conſtantiz In- 


*dicia oſtendunt. In his præcipuus eſt D. | 


Facobus Stewardus Murrayg Comes, Reginæ 
Frater Nothus, Vir pius, & magnæ apud 
*{uos Authoritatis. Perſcribitur etiam ad me 
ex Scotia, Reginæ cum Rege Marito peſſime 
* convenire. Cauſa hæc eſt. Fuit Italus qui- 


F dam, Nomine David, a Cardinale Lotha - 
*ringo Reginæ Scotiæ commendatus. Is cum 


* Reginz 


'*þ 


ue Confeſſione, nuper edita, 


. 
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©Regine a ſecretis & intimis Conciliis eſſet, 
* fere ſolus omnia adminiſtrabat, non conſulto 
Rege, qui admodum Juvenis & levis eſt. Hoc 
* male habebat Regem: Itaque facta Conſpirati- 
one cum Nobilibus quibuſdam & Aulicis 
© ſuls, Italum illum, Regina Opem fruſtra im- 
© plorantem, ex ipſius Conſpectu -abripi, & 
*ftatim, india Cauſa, multis Pugionum Icti- 
© bus perfodi atque interfici curavit, Hujus 
tamen immanis Facti Memoriam Regina, tam- 
*etfi Regi Filium pepererit, ex Animo de- 
ponere non poteſt. G - Londini 27 
Augu ft i. 1566. Deditiſſimus tibi in Domino, 
© Edmundas Grindallus Epiſcopus Londinenſis. 


In the ſame Appendix Number Twelfth, is 
inſert a Letter from the ſame Grindal Biſhop 
of London, to Zanchy, giving him Account of 
the State of the then Differences in Religion, 
containing many uſeful Parts of the Hiſtory of 
the Reformation, albeit ſeverals be wanting in 
the Manuſcript. | 


Number Sixteenth doth contain the Twelfth 
_ Epiſtle of Theodore Bega to certain Brethren of 
the Exgliſb Churches, upon ſome Controverſies 


in the Eccleſiaſtical Polity, and tranſlated into 


Enpliſh, dated from Geneva 24 October 1567, 
wherein he gives. his Opinion with great Sin- 
cerity, and Charity to both Parties, upon the 
Points then controverted betwixt them. 


— 
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| TraBatus. Federis & ArBlioris Amicite inter 
Potentiſſimos Principes Jacobum ejas Nomi- 
nis ſextum Scotorum Regem, & Elizabetham 
Dei Gratia, Angliæ, Franciz, & Hiberniz, 
Reginam, &c.— initus & conc luſus Bervici 
b _ Twedam, quinto Die Menſis Julii, Anno 
s | Salutis bumane poſt milleſimum, quingen: 


teſimo Octuageſimo Sexto, &c. 


: Uod cumSereniffimiPrincipes,FacobusDei 
b Q Scotorum Rex, & Elig abetba ea- 
dem Gratia, Anglia, &c. — Regina, pra» 
© pofitis fibi ob Oculos Chriſtiani Orbis de 
s [|*Religione inter Evangelicos & Pontificios, 
p Motibus illatis a Pontificiis in Dies ſingulos, 
f ||. Conſiliis initiſque Fœderibus de Evangelica 
„ I. Veritate, non ſolum e Territoriis ſuis Pro- 
H I. priis, verumetiam e Regnis alienis, extirpanda 
a l. & exterminanda, ne, tam ſuæ quam Subdi- 
torum fibi a Deo Commiſſorum Salutis, ne- 
h . gligentes viderentur, planiſſime cernerent hanc 
f . fibi Cyram incum bere, & ſupra quam neceſſariam 
s ||. cfſe, tam pro majore Perſonarum ſuarum Se- 
o J. curitate, a quorum Salute totius hinc inde 
„ | Populi Salus pendet, quam pro conſervanda 75 
- I Chriſtiana vera Evangelica & antiqua, quam _ CY 
e nunc profitentur, Religione, ut mutui & ſo- 
N cialis Fœderis arctius Vinculum quam hac- 
' tenus unquam inter ſuarum Majeſtatum Pro- 
genitores coaluit, integre ineatur: Re prius 
5 . mature 


3 Þ eh 
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mature 4eliberatal per le Nuncios, Þ 
nc mutuis utrorumque Prineipum Literis 
* ſzpivs. interpellata, mutuo itidem corunden ff * 
Conſenſu coneluſa, ac in Capita & Articulos | © 
* deduaa, & tandem utrarumque Majeſtatun 
© Subſcriptione - approbata, uterque pro fe hanc © 
<*Curam demandavit ſuis hinc inde Procura- 
ee 
2 r e e & con- 
*cluſum eſt, quod iidem Principes de vera 
pura & evangelica, quam nunc profitentur, 
* Religiong, adverſus quoſcunque alios qui, 
ejuſdem Religionis evextendz Cauſa, contra 
*alterutrum eorum quicquam molientur at- 
tentabunt vel facient, tuenda & conſervanda, 
hoc ſpeciali & ſacroſancto Fadere cavebunt, 
ac omni quo poterunt Studio ſedulo cona- 
©buntur & Operam dabunt, ut reliqui Principes, , 
qui eandem veram colunt Religionem, una 
cut illis in hoc tam ſan&um Propoſitum & 
 *Feedus coriveniant, junctiſque Viribus verum 
«Dei Cultum in ſuis Ditionibus conſervent, 
e ſub dicta antiqua & Apoſtoliea Religione 
ſuum Populum tueantur & regunt. 

_ {ITEM Conventum, Gc. — quod hoc ſpeciale 
Fcdus pro tuenda & retinenda Chriſtiana & 

Catholica Religione, quæ hoc tempore, ab 
©utroque Principe ſervatur, ac in Regnis & 
Ditionibus earundem Divino Favore colitur 
&& fovetur, fic & Defenſionis & Offenſionis 
Fœdus contra quoſeunque, qui liberum ejus 
„Exercitium in corum Regnis & Dominiis 

| | Me Ss impedient 
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buntur, non obſtantibus quibuſcunque Tracta- 
'tibus Amicitiarum Fœderibus Confœdera- 
tionibus, inter alterutrum Corum, ac ejuſ- 
dem Religionis Infeſtatores ſeu Adverſarios 
quoſcunque prius initis. 

Actum Bervici ad Twedam in Prætorio ibi. 
dem, quinto Die Menſis Julii, Anno Domini 
milleſimo quingenteſimo octuageſimo ſexto, &c. 

In quorum Teſtimonium & Fidem, nos 
'hinc Deputati Oratores Commiſſarii Regis 

Scotorum hunc Tractatum, Manibus noſtris 


&, | Subſcriptum, Sigillorum noſtrorum Appoſi- 
tione muniri fecimus & roborari. F 


0 I.) Francis Stewart after- 
ards forteited. ©(r.) Bothvel. 


(2.) Predeceſſor to Wil- 
lam Earl of Kilmarnock. ; (2.) R. Boyd. 

(3.) His Son ſucceeded to 

he Earl of Home, and was 
ranfather to Alexander (3) James Home, 
arl of Home. 


A League of this Kind for the Deferce of 
he reformed Religion, 1s ſubſcribed by King 
frames 6th, the Nobility, and great Men of 
he Kingdom; the Principal is in the Library 
f the Univerſity of Glaſgow, it bears no Date, 
dut on the Margin theſe Words, Anno 1588, are 
added with another Hand, this League is ver- 


iſtory, Page 223, ad Annum 1588. 
"LTH {A 


* . 


impedient ſeu quovis Modo impedire cona- 


batim recited by Calderwood in his Eccleſiaſtick 
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